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to be countenanced on that floor. He concluded || lishment of a port of entry at Lafayette, on the 

by moving to strike out the enacting clause of the || Wabash. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND said, some six or seven || given, introduced a bill for the relief of Samuel and 

years ago this claim was before the eos of He || James Smith; which was read twice and referred. 

then examined it, and was fully convinced that it || p | 

was founded in justice, and advocated it accord- || RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 

ingly. From further examination he still retained || The following resolutions, lying on the table, 


the same opinion, and would again support it. || were taken up,«onsidered, and adopted: 
He remembered, also, that the gentleman from 


Tennessee (Mr. Pork] had opposed the bill on 
the former occasion. Mr.S. said he would briefly 
remark in relation to one of the arguments of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Harpy] against 
the American citizenship of Mr. Meade, that this 
point, during the whole discussion, had never 
been questioned. He was the American consul 
at Cadiz; and both Spain and the United States 


‘had, on all occasions, conceded the fact, that he 
But Mr. 8. said he || 


was an American citizen. 
advocated the bill on other ground. It was nota 
bill to direct the payment of the claim. It did not 
even refer it to the adjudication of the Supreme 
Court. 
your own officer for investigation. It was to be 
sent to the Attorney General, and two auditors 
to be designated by the President. He asked if 
there was a man on that floor who doubted that 
Mr. Meade had a just claim, without reference to 
its amount? He did not believe there was. It 
had not, indeed, heretofore been denied. The 
Government, Mr. S. contended, was solemnly 
bound to permit this examination. He explained 
the reason why the original vouchers were not 
produced to the commissioners, when they were 
investigating these claims. They were not sup- 
posed, at first, to be essential; and when they 


were found to be so, it was too late to procure || 


them from Spain in time for the investigation, 
though every exertion was made to doso. And 
because the necessary evidence could not be pro- 
cured in a specific time, did it become the dignity 
and honor of that House to now plead the statute 
of limitation against an honest claim? Mr. 8. 
said the present Secretary of State [Mr. Forsyru] 
was our Minister to Spain at the time the facts in 
question transpired, and was well acquainted with 
all the circumstances involved. That gentleman, 


bill for the allowance of Mr. Meade’s claim. He 
would present this fact against all the learned 
argument that might be advanced on the subject. 
He asked if gentlemen were afraid to have this 
claim examined by impartial men of their own 
choice? 

After some further energetic remarks, in the 
course of which he adverted to the sufferings of 
Mr. Meade in a Spanish felon’s prison, in which 
he contracted a disease which finally bore him 
from this world to another, Mr. S. reiterated his 
solemn belief that this was a just and honest 
claim. He did not pretend to determine what 
should be its precise amount, but appealed to the 
House to suffer that point to be examined. Let 
us, said he, go into it with clean hands and a pure 
heart, and give to the widow and the orphan their 
just due. 

Mr. ARCHER next took the floor in favor of 
the bill; and after addressing the House some fif- 
teen minutes, on his motion the committee rose, 
ae act progress, and obtained leave to sit again; 
when, 

On motion of Mr. WARD, 

The House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, January 19, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials, of a private nature, 
were presented by Messrs. KING, of Alabama, 
TYLER, KENT, BLACK, EWING, FRE- 
LINGHUYSEN, MANGUM, and CALHOUN. 

Mr. TIPTON presented joint resolutions from 
the Legislature of Indiana, relative to the estab- 















No, it was to be placed in the hands of | recommit the report of the Committee on Finance 








| 


By Mr. TYLER: 


Von. 2....No. 9. : 


imported under certain circumstances from the 


| operation of the tariff law of 1828 had been re- 
bill. | Mr. TIPTON, pursuant to notice, and on leave || 


committed, reported the same with two amend- 
ments. 


Mr. W. said, that the amendments were, in 


|| truth, but one amendment, in his view, and went 
| to modify the bill so as to limit its operation to 


such imports as were made prior to the 30th of 
September instead of the 30th December, so as to 
place the act of 1828, in all its sections, upon the 


es of allowing to the legal representative of 


| tion pay allowed by an act passed at the last ses- 


| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 


| Office, to which the same had been referred, re- || 


| amendment, the bill for the relief of Henry Awk- | 
| ward. 
while a member of the Senate, had introduced a || 


| Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 


same footing as it is placed in the first section. 
The bill was then taken up, on motion of Mr. 
| WEBSTER, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
|| reading. 
Mr. CLAYTON, from the Judiciary Commit- 
| tee, reported a bill to provide for the territorial 
government of Wisconsin. 
The unfavorable reports of committees upon 
the petitions of Charles Loosan and Simon Power, 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the pro- 


m. Royall, deceased, interest on the commuta- 


sion of Congress. 
Mr. TIPTON: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions 


placing John Smith, of Indiana, on the roll of 
invalid pensioners, from the date of his first ap- || were severally considered and concurred in. 
plication for a pension, in the year 1817. || The following bills were read the third time and 

The resolution submitted by Mr. BENTON, to || passed: 

A bill for the relief of William B. Zantzinger; 
A bill for the relief of Tufts and Clark; 

| <A bill for the relief of Francis Lasalle, and 
| others; 

|| A bill authorizing the allowance of certain 
|| charges in the accounts of the American Consul 
, at London; 

| A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; 

A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 

A bill granting a lot of land to the borough of 
Mackinaw, for public purposes; and 
| A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter. 

The bill to make compensation for French spo- 
liations, prior to 1800, came up as the special 
‘| order, and on motion of Mr. WEBSTER, was 
| postponed till to-morrow. 
|| The joint resolution, introduced by Mr. KENT, 
. : | to amend the Constitution of the United States, in 
ware ree ee that he would move to || relation to the veto power, came up for considera- 

P ae 3 ; || tion, as in Committee of the Whole, and 
Mr. BELL, from the Committee on Claims, to || Qn motion of Mr. KENT, was laid on the table. 


which the same was referred, reported, without | The bill granting two per cent. of the proceeds 
of sales of public lands in Alabama, set apart for 
purposes of public improvement, to purposes of 
education within that State, was taken up for con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole. 

A protracted and discursive debate ensued upon 
| this bill, which was participated in more or less 
by Messrs. MOORE, WEBSTER, POINDEX- 
TER, FRELINGHUYSEN, and PRENTISS, 
who supported the bill, and by Messrs. KING, of 
Georgia, KING, of Alabama, KANE, PORTER, 
and BLACK, who opposed it. 
|. Mr. MOORE explained the principles of the 
|| bill, the object of which, he said, was to change 
|| the destination of the proceeds of sales which had 
\| 
| 


relative to the investigation made by the com- 
mittee into the affairs of the Bank of the United 
States, was taken up, and,on motion of Mr. POIN- 
DEXTER, laid on the table till to-morrow. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GRUNDY, from the Committee on the Post 


ported, without amendment, the bill reducing the || 
postage on periodical pamphlets, and to extend || 
the franking privilege to the Engineer Depart- 
ment. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Judiciary Commit- || 
tee, to which the same had been referred, reported 
the bill making an appropriation to pay revolu- 
tionary and other pensioners of the United States, 
without amendment. 


Mr. BELL, from the Judiciary Committee, re- || 
ported a bill for the relief of Joseph Grant; which || 
was read the first time, and ordered to a second || 
reading. 

Mr. TOMLINSON, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which the bill from the House of Rep- || 
resentatives for the relief of Samuel Hunt was || 
referred, reported the same, without amendment, 
and gave notice that when the bill came up for 
consideration, he would move for its indefinite || 
postponement. 


RESOLUTIONS SUBMITTED. 


The following resolutions were submitted: 


Mr. PORTER: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


been set apart for the construction of roads, to 
purposes of education, in Alabama. He com- 
| mented at length upon the necessity of promoting 
and fostering education; that the fund allowed pro- 
_ posed to be thus applied, amounted now to about 
$115,000, but that it was not proposed to change 
its destination without the assent of Alabama, 
Mr. KING, of Georgia, thought the bill a most 
| extraordinary one. Jt proposed, virtually, that 
| the rich and respectable State of Alabama should 
_ become a charity scholar to the Government of 
the Union. This two per cent. fund, he said, 
was as much the money of the nation, for the 
purposes for which it was originally destined, as 
| any other money in the Treasury. The principle 
of pouring out the money and property of the 
Union for the exclusive use of the new States 
was originally wrong, and became more and more 
so as these States continued to progress in wealth 
and population. 
He thought these nurslings of ours—these minors 


of making an appropriation to repair and complete 

the road leading from the northern boundary line | 
of Arkansas, by Little Rock and Washington, to | 
Fulton, on the north bank of Red river. 

By Mr. TIPTON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency |! 
of making an appropriation to repair the military | 
road leading from Fort Jesup, in Louisiana, to || 
Fort Towson, in Arkansas. 

By Mr. BENTON: ; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- || 
fairs inquire into the expediency of appropriating || 
a suitable sum of money in assisting the officers || 
and soldiers of the army of the United States, at | 
the several military posts, to obtain the services | 


of chaplains. of the Confederacy—had been in the nursery long 
Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on Fi- || enough, and he, for one, was disposed to wean 


nance, to which the bill to exempt merchandize || them as early as possible, at least he was very much 
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disposed to consider their educationascomplete. He | 


thought at least their proficiency in some branches | 
of science could not be doubted, and notedly in | 
the modern science of political economy. If the 
excellence of this ecience consisted (as he believed 
it did) in securing the greatest possible amount of 
comfort from the smallest possible share of labor, 
all must admit them perfect in this branch at least. 
He said it was almost amusing to see with what 
apparent confidence gentlemen from these rich | 
and independent States would rise and ask for the 
charity of the Government. His friend and name- 
seke from Alabama, he said, rose gravely from his 
seat at the last session, withoutany suflusion in his 
countenance that he recollected, in open day and 
open Senate, and gave notice that he would intro- 
duce a bill to appropriate, he did not recollect how 
much, land in the States of Alabama and Missis- 
sippi, for what purpose would anybody guess? 
Why, sir, said he, to educate the young ladies 
of these rich and powerful States. Why, sir, 
said Mr. K., the Senator speaks of educating the 
poor in Alabama—there was comparatively none 
there. The southwestern States were blessedly 
inhabited by nabobs and slaves. The slaves were 
not permitied to receive an education, and their 
masters were abundantly able to pay for it. If | 
they would propose to take our lands for the edu- 
cation of the really poor of all the States, if there 
were no constitutional objections, he would seri- 
ously think of the proposition; but to be lavishing | 
our gifts on the lords of Alabama, was like the 
cormorant picking up crumbs from the robin, 
they would do him no good, and yet the robin 
might make a meal upon them. Just so he said 
in this case. 


benefit of them would be felt. He hoped his 
friends would not mistake the spirit in which he 
had made these remarks, but he wished them to 
understand that he was very serious in his oppo- 
sition to the bill, and when the Senator from Ala- 
bama had made a direct apology to the Senate for 
introducing such a bill, he should move to lay it 
on the table. 

Mr. WEBSTER said that this fund was a re- | 
servation for the purpose of making roads, and 
this was an application to change the fund, and 
apply it to purposes of education, and if the State | 
of Alabama preferred it, he saw no reason why 
we should oppose it. Mr. W. then enlarged on 
the subject of education, and suggested that two 
principles should be incorporated in this bill; 


first, that the schools should be free; that was, | 
without charge; and next, that they should be || 


common, so as to obviate the distinctions of rich 
and poor among thescholars. He, therefore, sug- 
gested an amendment to the bill, that the fund | 
‘*should be a permanent fund, to establish free | 
common schools,”’ in conformity with his views | 
of the subject. 

Mr. POINDEXTER expressed himself satisfied 
with the amendment, but thought if it was adopt- 
ed, individuals who were able to contribute some- 
thing for the support of schools, might perhaps 
be prevented from deing so. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, was in favor of the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, but he was opposed to the bill. | 
He doubted the power of Congress to change the 
destination of the fund. And the State of Alaba- | 
ma was not willing, so far as he was informed, that 
it should be changed. He objected to the bill, 
too, that it proposed to repeal the ordinance by 
which Alabama was admitted intothe Union. Lie, 
however, preferred the amendment which went to 
the establishment of free common schools, if the | 
bill was to pass, 

After some conversation between Messrs. EW- | 
ING, MOORE, and KING, the amendment was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved further to 
amend the amendinent, by striking out the second | 
section, which repealed the ordinance admitting 
Alabama into the Union; which was agreed to, and | 
the bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. KANE then urged as an objection to the | 


bill, that the proposition to reserve the two per || 
| selves unable to write. 
which formed the Constitution of Alabama, and | 
If this were so, he |! 


cents. was made by Congress to the convention 


the convention accepted it. 


These two per cents. and odd acres || 
of the Government, were of no consequence to our || 
rich neighbors, but if properly distributed, the || 


considered it a constitutional provision, which 
Alabama could not alter. 

Mr. EWING replied to this objection, that the 
proposition was not a part of the constitution of 
the State, but was part of the ordinance. It was | 
not, therefore, a matter of fundamental law, and 
Congress, with the consent of the State, was per- 
fectly competent to change and modify it as they 
pleased. 

After some further remarks, 

Mr. POINDEXTER said that as the other 
House had a bill before them which was similar to 
this, he would move to lay the bill on the table, 
with a view of seeing what disposition should be . 
made of that bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The bill from the House to authorize the com- 
missioner of Indian affairs at St. Louis to employ 
a clerk, was read the first time. 


Mr. POINDEXTER moved to reconsider the | 
vote of Friday last, by which the biil for the | 
relief of William Graham was indefinitely post- | 
poned. 


Mr. BLACK moved to take up the bill making 
an appropriation to the read from Lyme creek, in 
Alabama, to Chatahoochie, opposite Columbus; | 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. BLACK then moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the appropriation was required to be | 
taken out of the two per cent. fund, and the bill 
and motion were then laid on the table. 


HEIRS OF MOSES SHEPPERD. 


Mr. CLAY then moved to take up the bill for 
the relief of the heirs and legal representatives of 
Moses Shepperd, deceased. 

The bill was supported by Messrs. SMITH, | 
HENDRICKS, LEIGH, and TYLER, and op- 
poe by Messrs. HILL, BLACK, and SHEP- 

The question being about to be taken, Mr. 
BLACK moved an adjournment; which was dis- | 
agreed to on a division—yeas 15, nays 17. 

The question being on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed for a third reading, 

Mr. WRIGHT demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered, and are as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clay, Clayton, Ewing, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Knight, Leigh, 
Linn, McKean, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter, 
Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, Silsbee, Smith, Souih- | 
ard, Tomlinson, Tyler, Webster—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Buchanan, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King | 
of Albama, King of Georgia, Mangum, Morris, | 





Preston, Robinson, Shepley, Swift, Tipton, Wag- | 


gaman, White, Wright—21. 
So the question was decided in the affirmative. 
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Mr. CLAY then gave notice that, to-morrow, | 
he would move the Senate to go into the consid- 
eration of executive business, and, on his motion, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 19, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— 
Mr. KAVANAGH, of Maine; and 
Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts. 
REMOVAL OF THE INDIANS. 
Mr. EDWARD EVERETT said he had been 
requested to present to the House a memorial from 


a council of Cherokee Indians, held at Running 
Water, in the Cherokee country, in behalf of | 


| 


those members of that tribe who were desirous || 


of removing from their present location to the | 
country west of the Mississippi. The memorial | 
had been intrusted to him by a delegation who | 





were at this moment in attendance in the House 
‘The signatures, he understood, were attached to 
the original memorial to be presented to the other | 


branch of the Legislature, the present being acer- |, 


tied copy thereof. The signatures were fifty- | 


seven in number, twenty of them being in the | 


handwriting of those whose names they purported | 


to be, the remaining thirty-seven being subscribed |, 


| 


in the usual manner of persons who were them- 


| tribe. 





January 19, 
the memorial was the unaided composition of one 
of the subscribers, Mr. John Ridge, well known 
to many members of the House’as a highly dis- 
tinguished individual of the Cherokee tribe. By 
that gentleman, and two of his associates, Mr. KE. 
had been personally requested to present-the me- 
e should further state, that it was also 
accompanied by a series of resolutions adopted at 
the same council, expressing, in a more precise 
and definite form, the principles set forth, some- 
what at large, in the memorial. 

Mr. E. supposed it would be in order, and 
indeed it might be expected, that he should ask for 
the reading of the memorial and accompanying 
resolutions in eatenso, but as all the documents 
were of considerable length, and would occupy too 
much of the time of the House, he would content 
himself, in lieu thereof, with briefly stating their 
purport and substance. The memorialists set out 
by stating their undoubted conviction of their right 
to the soil on which they were born, and the injury 
that would bedone thein by the policy of removing 
them therefrom. Now, without in the least degree 


| going into a discussion on this subject, for his 


purpose was very different, he would only say 
that he felt it due to himself to state, that in this 
view he fully concurred with them. They then 
go on to state the astonishing improvements made 
in the arts of civilization in the Cherokee tribes— 
improvements, said Mr. E., known to many 
members of this House, and to none, Mr. Speaker, 
better than to yourself, and which have excited 
the attention of philanthropists both in this coun- 
try and in Europe. The memorialists then state 
their undoubted and sorrowful conviction that in 
the present state of affairs, it would be impossibie 
for them to retain their national existence, or to 
carry on their progress in the arts of civilization 
and humanity, and in consequence of this much 
to be deplored state of affairs they have been led 
to turn their eyes to the West, to the countries 
now unoccupied, and they desire—and it isthe 
object of their memorial to set forth that desire— 
that with the aid and under the protection of the 
United States of America they hope to accomplish 
that object. In considering this subject, the me- 
morialists state that there are some interesting 
points which, in their opinion, are matters of 
legislation for both Houses of Congress. They 
wish to be furnished with some means to enable 
them to remove with greater comfort and conve- 
nience, as some compensation for the many and 
great sacrifices they must necessarily make in 
givmg up and abandoning their lands and im- 
provements, to be paid to them not here, but on 
their arrival in the region west of the Mississippi. 
They also think they may reasonably ack for fur- 
ther legislation on the part of Congress, to ensure 
to them those civil and political privileges which 
become the dignity and character of the United 
States to guaranty tothem. It might be thought 
that some of those objects came more properly 
within the compass of the treaty-making power, 
but they had stated,and Mr. E. thought correctly, 
that some of those objects were within the prov- 
ince of Congress. They then go on to set forth, 
that in the present disastrous condition of their 
nation, it was exceedingly doubtful whether any 
treaty could be framed that would meet with the 
unanimous approbation of the members of the 
They also doubt whether, in their present 
situation, parties could be found whom this Gov- 
ernment would be disposed to recognise. In this 
state of thirgs they have thought their only re- 


_ source would be to lay their real situation before, 


and to confide in the justice, the clemency, the 
liberality, and the indulgence of the two Houses 
of Congress. 

Mr. E. regretted to find that there were at this 
time two parties among the Cherokee tribe of 
Indians, whose views were greatly at variance on 
the great policy to be pursued; but with those 
matters he would not presume to interfere, one 
way or the other. He believed this was all he 
had need to say by way of setting forth the object 
and substance of the memorial. 

Before taking his seat, Mr. E. said, he should 
move the reference of all these papers to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. That committee very 


It was accompanied bya || fairly represented all sides of the House upon this 


certificate setting forth that it was adopted in open || great, embarrassing, and delicate question, and he 
council, and he was satisfactorily informed, that '' did not think it improper to state that the bills 











reported from that committee, together with the | < f R, 
| McKENNAN, DENNY, and STEWART, of 
|| Pennsylvania; 
(Mr. Wacener presented the petition and doc- 


provisions of the one not yet acted on, were highly 
acceptable. If the committee should consider 


that these documents contained matter of legis- || 


lation, as he firmly believed they did, for these 

claimants, and if they should find that Congress 

can do anything, as he also believed it could 

much, to restore harmony between the parties 

in the Cherokee nation, and to smooth the way 

for those now willing to emigrate—if they can do | 
anything to heal the wounds of the Indians, and 

to quiet their minds on the ground of political, 

social, and civil liberty, he was sure the House 

and the country both would sustain the commit. | 
tee. 

Mr. E. certainly never thought, four years ago, | 
that it would fall to his lot to present a memorial | 
to that House, having for its object to facilitate | 
the removal of an Indian tribe from the spot of 

their birth to the region west of the Mississippi. | 
As little did it enter his mind that he should ever 

be requested to present such a memorial from the | 
Indians themselves, by the delegates and repre- | 
sentatives of a great tribe, for that purpose. It | 
had been handed to him by three individuals of 
high standing among their brethren, two of whom 
were well known by himself to have been among 
the most intelligent and active of their brethren, 
when the great stand was made in favor of what | 
was understood by those on this side of the House | 
to be the rights of the Indians, and the duties of | 
the United States towards them. He believed it | 
was the lesson of wisdom to yield to the force of | 
circumstances, and it was Mr. E.’s conviction, 

and he believed of those friends who acted with 

him on that occasion, that it has become unavoid- 

ably necessary that the Indians should yield to 

the necessity of their condition. That opinion | 
he had expressed in conjunction with those whose 

opinions were of far greater weight and influence | 
than his own, even to the Indians themselves. | 


He believed it would have been better—and he | 


mourned it as much as any man could—but he |, 


believed it would have been better that they should 
have yielded at that time. 


He now believed it | 
impossible for the Cherokees to enjoy their polit- | 


ical, social, moral, and religious riglits and privi- | 


leges, by remaining where they were. 


He be- | 


lieved, moreover, that the longer they stayed, the | 
more they would suffer, and further, that the time | 
never would come in which they could make bet- | 


ter terms with the Government than at present. || 


He was willing and anxious that all that was pos- | 


sible should be done to sooth their feelings, and | 


prevent their rights from being infringed upon or | 


subverted, and it was in the hope that it was not 
too late to effect this, that he had made it hisduty, 
at the request of the memorialists, to present their 
memorial to the House. If anything could be 
done for their relief, he was sure the Heuse would 


do all in its power, and let us do all that we can, | 


said Mr. E., weshall remain greatly the debtors 
of this unfortunate people. 


mittee on Indian Affairs and printed. 
The reference was made accordingly, and the 
motion to print was agreed to. 


PRESENTATION OF PETITIONS—AGAIN. 


Petitions were further presented by— 

Mr. BURGES, of Rhode Island; 

Mr. YOUNG, of Connecticut; 

Messrs. W HITE,CAMBRELENG, HAZEL- 
TINE, and WARD, of New York. 

(Mr. Warp presented the petition of Clinton 
Roosevelt, of the State of New York, wherein he 


sets forth that he has discovered a mode of build- | 
ing steam vessels of war, which are capable of | 
approaching an enemy’s vessel of any force, and | 


by means of a torpedo affixed to the prow pro- 
jecting under water, to destroy the vessel attacked 
without endangering the steam battery. Mr. W. 


stated that the petitioner had furnished certificates | 


| 
' 


} 





from Professors Renwick and: Hackley, of New | 


York, that they have examined the principle on 
which this improvement is founded, and that it 
appears to them to be feasible; that they are not 
aware of any important practical difficulties which 
would prevent its being carried into effect. 

The petition and documents were referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. } 


| 


| 
Mr. E. concluded by moving that the memorial | 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Com- || 
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Messrs. WAGENER, BINNEY, BANKS, 


umentary evidence of Christian Bixler, Jacob Wey- 
gandt, executor of Jacob Weygandt, deceased, 


| William Brown, administrator of General Robert 


Brown, and Jacob Boyer, administrator of Jacob 
Dreisback, deceased, sureties of Nicholas Kern, 
collector of direct taxes and internal duties during 
the war of 1812-’15, praying for a passage of 
a law to discharge them from all alleged liabil- 
ities under the said bonds. The purport of the 
petition is, that Nicholas Kern, during the late 
war, was appointed collector of direct taxes and 
internal duties, and the above persons pecame his 
sureties; that the accounts of Nicholas Kern were 
not settled until the year 1826, when it appeared 
he was a defaulter. 
Fifth Auditor he was committed to jail, and was 
discharged by order of the President of the United 
States. Suits have now been instituted against 
the surviving sureties and the representatives of 
those deceased. From the evident gross neglect 
of the officers of Government in permitting his 
| accounts to be unsettled for ten years and upwards, 
and no notice given to the sureties of the debt, and 


|| the probability, had the sureties been apprized of 


the delinquency in a reasonable time, much, if not 
all, might have been recovered, presents a strong 
equitable case for the interposition of Congress. } 
Mr. MILLIGAN, of Delaware; 
Messrs. THOMAS, McKIM, and CARMI- 
| CHAEL, of Maryland; 
Messrs. CHINN, BEALE, LUCAS, MOORE, 
| FULTON, GORDON, and WISE, of Virginia; 

Messrs. GRIFFIN and FELDER, of South 
Carolina; 

Messrs. SCHLEY, GILMER, and FOSTER, 
of Georgia; 

Messrs. MARSHALL, ALLAN, and JOHN- 
SON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. THOMSON, PATTERSON, KIL- 
GORE, VANCE, CRANE, and WHITTLE- 
SEY, of Ohio; 

{[Mr. Patrerson presented three petitions from 
the citizens of the State of Ohio, one for the im- 
provement of the harvor at the mouth of Vermil- 
ion river, one for the improvement of the harbor 
at Port Clinton, and a third for a mail route from 
Perrysburgh, in Wood county, to Melmore, in 
Seneca eounty.] 


Messrs. McCARTY, 
KINNARD, of Indiana; 


| Company, in the State of Indiana. ] 


| citizens of Henry county, Indiana, for a post 
_ route from Knightstown to Pendleton, which, on 


Post Office and Post Roads. ] 
Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi. 


| president and directors of the West Feliciana 


| Railroad Company, asking the grant of a town- | 
ship of land to aid them in the construction of a | 


| road from St. Francisville, in Louisiana, to Wood- 
| ville, in Mississippi, referred to the Committee on 


|| Public Lands. 
| <A petition, signed by William Rupe, President, | 
| and S. E. Goddard, Secretary, of a meeting of the | 
| settlers on the public lands, praying Congress to || 


extend the provisions of the preémption act of 


June 19th, 1834, to all actual settlers prior to the | 
first of January, 1835; referred to the Committee || 


on Public Lands. 

The petition of John Tucker, praying for a pre- 
emption right to enter a quarter section of land at 
| the minimum price of $1 25 per acre; referred to 
| the Committee on Public Lands. 
| The petition of Edward Mitchell, praying for a 
| grant of land as a remuneration for services ren- 
dered by his wife, in 1810, in the employ of the 


|| Government, in teaching the art of spinning and 
| weaving among the Choctaw Indians; referred to |! 
‘| the Committee on Public Lands. 

| On motion of Mr. Pirummer, the petition of || 


|| Benjamin Roach, and accompanying documents, | 
| presented at the last session of Congress, praying | 
permission to relinquish certain lands and locate 


Under a warrant from the | 


HANNEGAN, and 


[Mr. Kinwarp presented the petition and report | 
of the Leavenworth and Bloomington Railroad | 


[iir. BeoCanty presented the petition of sundry | act of 1832, granting pensions to the officers and 


| his motion, was referred to the Committee on the || “". 
|| printed. 


{Mr. Prummer presented a memorial of the | 


| public lan ‘ 
| their entries under said act, in consequence of a 
| decision of the officers of Government against their 
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others in lieu thereof, were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. Piummer also presented additional testi- 
mony in support of the petition. 

On motion of Mr. Piummer, the following peti- 
tions, memorials, and claims, heretofore presented 
to the House, were again referred: 

The petition of William L. S. Deming, to the 
Committee of Claims; , 

The petition of the heirs of Henry King, to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 

The petition of Right Fore, to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; 

The memorial of the President and Trustees of 
Mississippi College; 

The memorial of the Trustees of Oakland Col- 
ege; 

The claim of Zachariah Dixon; and 

The claim of Edward Jones, to the Committee 
on Public Lands; 

The petition of Joseph W. Hegemen; 

The petition of John K. Goff; 

The petition of the heirs of Colonel John Ellis; 

The petition of Woodson Wren; and 

The petition of Silva le Vick, to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims; 

The petition of John H. Horn, to the Committee 
on Indian A ffairs.]} 

Messrs MAY and REYNOLDS, of Hlinois. 


[Mr. Revyoups presented the case of the own- 
ers of lots in the village of Peoria, in the State of 
Illinois, with accompanying documents from the 
honorable the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. R. 
observed that this village was the first place set- 
tled in the Illinois country, and that the citizens 
had not yet obtained a right to their property in 
said village. The only request was for a small 
appropriation, to enable the surveyor general to 
survey the lots, wher®upon patents would issue. 

He also presented the papers of Captain Stacy 
McDonough, of Llinois, showing that he was 
entitled toa pension for his wounds received in 
the year 1793.] 

Messrs. MARDIS and MURPHY, of Ala- 
bama; 

Mr. BULL, of Missouri; and 

Mr. RENCHER, of North Carolina. 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

Mr. POPE gave notice that he would, on next 
Wednesday week, move the Elouse to resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of considering bill 
No. 342, in relation to the Louisville and Portland 
Canal. 

Mr. CHILTON gave notice that he would, on 
Monday next, move the House to go into com- 
mittee on the bill to extend the provisions of the 


soldiers of the revolution. Mr. C. presented an 
amendment to said bill which was ordered to be 


RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr. PLUMMER, by consent, submitted the fol- 


lowing resolutions; which were agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
passing a law authorizing Isaac Richmond, Jonah 
White, Conway Oldham, Daniel Richmond, David 
Clay, Ignatius Bankston, Samuel Hackenbury, 
Jefferson Clay, George Simmons, Samuel B. Par- 
rish, Thomas C. McMackin, David Mobray, and 
John Balfour, and others, persons who were enti- 


| tled to preémption rights to eighty acres cf land, 


under the provisions of an act of Congress, passed 
on the 2) day of March, 1833, entitled ** an act 
ere to the several laws for the sale of 

ic lands,’ and were prevented from making 


rights, to enter in lieu thereof the same quantity of 
unappropriated land elsewhere, within the same 
land district, at the minimum price of $1 25 per 
/acre; and that the accompanying documents be 
| referred to said committee. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
referring so much of the act entitled ** An act sup- 
plemental to the several laws for the sale of public 
lands,’’ approved April Sth, 1832, as provides 
that **no person shall be permitted to enter more 
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than one half quarter section of land in quarter- 
quarter sections or tracts of forty acres, and in no 
case, unlees he intends it for cultivation, or for 
the use of his improvement.’’ Also, into the 
expediency of repealing so much of said act as 
requires the persons applying to make an entry 
under its provisions, to file an affidavit before 
making the entry. 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Public Lande | 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 


ranting to the State of Mississippi a quantity of 
~~ equal to that granted to the other new States 
of the Union for purposes of internal improve- 
ment. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing the following post 
routes: ’rom Memphis, in Tennessee, to Coffee- 
ville, in Mississippi; from Lagrange or Bolivar, in 


Tennessee, a Point Veto, to Leflore, in Missis- | 


sippi; from Tuacumbia, Alabama, to Point Veto, 
in Mississippi; from Doak’s Stand, by Canton, to 
Clinton, in Mississippi. 
Mr. MILLIGAN offered the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rule, lies one day: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to furnish to this House a copy of Captain 


Deiafield’s report on the condition of the harbor | 


in the river Delaware, accompanied by an esti- 
mate of the repair and preservation of the same. 
On motion of Mr. BURGES, 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary | 


be directed to inquire into the expediency and 
economy of so altering and amending the laws of 
the United States, that thereafier all printing 
whatever, required to be done for the United 
States, in any part of the public service, shall be 
done and performed withinghe District of Colum- 
bia, and that no such printing shall be done by 
any person or persons who may be concerned in 
any way of emolument with a public journal or 
newspaper. - 
On motion of Mr. TURNER, 


and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of providing by law, that in future all 
contracts for carrying the mail shall be specific for 
each route, and that where the same contractor 
ehall contract for more than one route, each route 
shall be distinctly designated, and the amount of 
compensation for each be distinctly and explicitly 
stated, with the number of miles in each route, 


and by what mode of conveyance the mail is 


transported on each route. 
On motion of Mr. BYNUM, 
Resolved, 'Tnat the Committee on Commerce be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making || 


the port of Williamston, in the State of North 
Carolina, a port of entry. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be i:structed to inquire into the 
causes of the frequent failures in transporting 
the mail between Washington City and New Or- 
leans. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public 
Lands be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of granting to the State of Indiana, with a view 
to the construction of a railroad or canal in the 
valley of the White Water, such of the public 
lands lying within said State, in the Cincinnati 
land district, as have been in market for twenty 
years, with such other grants in the adjoining 
districts, as the policy of the country and the 
advancement of such improvements may seem to 
said committee reasonable, just, and proper. 

On motion of Mr. EWING, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post road from New 
Maysville, to pass thence through Bainbridge, 
Poplar Spring, Biakesburg, and Russellsville, in 


Putnam county, to Rockville, Parke county, In- 


diana. 


Mr. LYTLE, by consent, submitted the follow- | 


ing joint resolution; which was read and ordered 
to a second reading: 


tives, ‘That the President of the United States be 


| execute in Italy the busts of the several Presidents 
of the United States, to be placed in the Rotundo 
of the Capitol, at such compensation as will bear 
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ere January 19, 


'| Mr. PARKER moved the eame amendment to 


| in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


a relative value to the sums heretofore paid and | 
contracted to be paid to other artists, for work of | 


/a similar character, and to make, from time to | 
time, such advances as may be necessary, in his | 
| judgment, for the progress and completion of the | 


| work. 

Mr. JARVIS, from the Committee on Public 

| Buildings, reported the following joint resolution: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, || 


That the Commissioner of Public Buildings be 
directed to cause the statues executed by L. Per- 
sico, to be placed in the niches in front of the 
Capitol, for which they were originally intended. 


when Mr. JARVIS moved its engrossment. 
Ovjection being made, Mr. JARVIS moved a 
suspension of the rule; which was agreed to--ayes 
130, noes not counted. 
After a short conversation between Messrs. 
PEARCE and JARVIS, the resolution was read 
a third time and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


| 


| the bili in the House that he had previously offered 


Union, to strike out the 12th, 13th, and 14th lines 
making an appropriation of $30,000 for the forti- 
— on Throg’s Neck, near the city of New 

ork. 

Mr. PARKER repeated the objections which 
he entertained against the appropriation. He 
wished Congress to examine and understand it, 


| or in the language of the homely adage, * look 


|| tifications. 
The resolution was read a first and second time, || 


| before you leap.”” He read several documents 
relative to the work, which computed its cost at 
| $577,000. He thought the great question with 
| the House should be, whether the money could 
| not. be expended to better advantage in other for- 
He considered all appropriations for 
this object, a waste of the public funds. He 
believed Hellgate to be a better and surer protec- 


| tion to the city of New York, from that point of 


|| Neck could ever be. 


| the compass, than the fortifications on Throg’s 
Mr. P, said he remembered 
that during the last war, no one anticipated an 
attack of the enemy from that quarter. Mr. P. 


| concluded by saying that he opposed this appro- 


Mr. FULTON, from the Committee of Claims, | 
reported a bill for the relief of the executor of || 


priation as a friend to the bill, and the general 
system of fortification. He deemed it not only 
useless, but calculated to excite ridicule. 

Mr. MORGAN, of New York, said that the ap- 


Charles Wilkins, deceased; which was read twice | propriation for the defence of New York harbor, 


and committed. 

Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of Wil- 
liam O’Neal and Robert Morrison, of Indiana; 
_ which was read twice, and ordered to be engrossed 

and read the third time to-morrow. 
Mr. CARR, from the same committee, asked to 
be discharged from the further consideration of the 


| 
| 


now moved to be stricken out, was certainly not a 
large one. He had not expected, therefore, that 
any gentleman would move to have it stricken 
out; least of all had he expected that the gentle- 
/man from New Jersey would have made such a 
‘motion. The gentleman from New Jersey was 
_our neighbor, our next-door neighbor; but it is 
| true that he is our neighbor on the safe side. The 


petition of Eloy Segura and others; which was | gentleman resides on those pleasant shores of 


ordered to lie on the table. 


New Jersey which form the western boundary of 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on || New York harbor; and those shores, including the 
Commerce, reported, with an amendment, the bill | gentleman’s residence, are well protected by the 


in relation to buoys, light-boats, &c.; which was 


| ordered to be printed. 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office | f 


| forts on Staten Island, and the other islands in that 
part of the harbor. But how is it in respect to 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Invalid || the approach to the city of New York from the 
Pensions, reported a bill for the relief of Benja- || sea, on the other side; that is¢ by the arm of the 


min Holland; which was read twice and com- || sea, called the Sound, or East river ? 


mitted. 
Mr. HARPER; from the Committee on Com- 


| 


‘ Very diifer- 
| ent indeed. There is nota gun mounted, nor a 
proper place to mount it on, between the sea, 


merce, reported a bill for the relief of Isaac Champ- || and the city, and your navy-yard. On this side, 


lin and others; which was read twice and com- 
mitted. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
dictary, reported a bill to allow additional compen- 


twice and committed. 


| laid on the table. 


[On motion of Mr. Kinnarp, the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition of the heirs of 
Ralph R. Horn; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensiuns. 


Mr. K., from the Committee on Revolutionary | 


Claims, made and unfavorable report on the peti- 
tion of John Coroper, executor of Warren Ash- 
ley.] 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the House proceeded 
to the consideration of the orders of the day and 
the bills upon the Speaker’s table. 


The following bills from the Senate were read | The first case, I believe, of t 


a first and second time, and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Thomas J. Mortee; 

A bill to authorize the allowance of certain 
charges in the accounts of the American Consul at 
London; 

A bill for the relief of James Thomas; 

A bill granting to the borough of Mackinaw 
certain grounds, for public purposes; 

A bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter; and 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 


| bill making appropriations for certain fortifica- 
authorized to employ Hiram Powers, of Ohio, to | 


tions for the year 1835. 


| 


| sation to the district attorney of the United States || 
| for the district of South Carolina; which was read | had left it open to the assailant. 


| Hellgate, would be a sufficient defence to us. 


| 


| 


i 
| 


| 
| 


i 


| the city of New York is now exactly in the con- 
| dition that a house would be, the owner of which, 
| fearing an encmy, had secured one door with bolts 
, and bars, and chains and locks, and entirely for- 
getting that there was another door to his house, 
Indeed, the gen- 
| tleman who made the motion to strike out, seemed 


Messrs. GRENNELL, KINNARD, GIL- | to think that the formidable pass, which he called 
|| MER, and McINTIRE, each made unfavorable 
|| reports upon petitions, &c., which had been re 
|| ferred to their respective committees; which were | 


But, 
| sir,even the terror of a name did not exist for our 
defence; for learned antiquaries and etymologists 
| had shown that the name of this pass is Hurl- 
gate—not Hellgate. In the olden time, the 
rocks producing the rapid and roaring currents 
| of this pass, were indeed objects of terror to the 
unskilful navigators of those days. They were 
as terrible to our ancestors as were the Scy/la and 
Charybdis of the Italian seas. But Hurlgate and 
| Scylla and Charybdis, have been alike stripped 
of their terrors by the skill and enterprise of mod- 
ern times. Sir, vessels of all sizes may go through 
this pass with perfect safety. There is not an 
hour of the day when it is not whitened by ianu- 


|| merable sails: the whole coasting trade, the larg- 
|| est steam boats are ee passing through it. 


e passage of a large 
ship through Hurlgate, occurred during the revo- 
lutionary war. A British fifty gun ship, com- 
| manded by a namesake of the honorable gentle- 
| man from New Jersey, the gallant Parker, pursued 
| by a French squadron, was carried by him safely 
| through this pass. During the last war between 
| England and France,two French ships of the line, 
| the Dido and the Cyane, passed it, to avoid a 





| British squadron at Sandy Hook. In the late war, 


| our own frigates of the largest class went through 


An engrossed bill, authorizing the superintend- | it; the President I believe did so—that ship which 
ent of Indian affairs at St. Louis to employ a || was lost to us by carrying away part of her false 
|| clerk, was read a third time and passed. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- || 


keel in passing the bar of — Hook, that en- 
trance to New York harbor, which isacknowledged 
to be well fortified. There is not a doubt, Mr. 
| Speaker, that the passage of the Sound, the 

















defence of which has been so utterly neglected, is 
practicable to vessels drawing any depth of water, | 
and that the city of New York and the navy- | 
yard attached to it, are utterly without defence, 
against an enemy making his attack in that direc- | 
tion. | 

And will this House leave that city exposed to || 
this danger by striking out the appropriation? 
That city, sir, which is one of the greatest com- | 
mercial marts, if not the greatest commercial mart | 
in the world; that city where two-thirds of your 
revenueare collected, and consequently, two-thirds 
of all imports from abroad are received; thatcity, 


| 


which is daily receiving the rich freights of the | 


South, and the innumerable cargoes of the East; 
that city, into which are pouring every hour of 
the day, by means of the Hudson, and by the 


northern and western canals, and by the Ohio | 


canals, and the great lakes, the vast productions 
of the North and of the West. All these, sir, are 
constantly accumulating in this great market. And 
to whom do they belong? Not to New Yorkcity | 
alone, but to the planter of the South, the farmer | 
and manufacturer of the East, and of the North, | 
and of the West. And is it not the interest of the | 
nation, and the duty of this House, to protect | 
their property? But there is a more solemn duty | 
than this imposed upon this House. 
New York contains nearly three hundred thousand 
people. If there be any use in fortifications at 
all; if the men of this city are to have anything 
more than their naked breasts to present to an 
enemy, come with what force, and in what man- | 
ner he may, then have they a right to expect of | 
you the defence of their wives, their children, and 
their firesides, by this appropriation; and they do 
expect it. 

Mr. FERRIS followed on the same side of the 
question, and dwelt at considerable length on the 

reponderating commercial consequence of New 
Sar, the great proportion of revenue which she 
yields to the General Government, and the justice | 
of that Government securing to her an efficient 
protection from foreign aggression. Mr. F. went 
into an examination and review of the objections | 
advanced’ by the gentleman from New Jersey 


{Mr. Parker] to the appropriation, in the course || 


of which he referred to various documents and 
reports from the departments of the Government. | 
He referred to the landing of General Howe and | 
the British army under his command on this point 
during the war of the Revolution, and glanced at 
some of the historical facts connected with that 
period. Hesaid New York had contributed largely 
and liberally to her own defence, and the question 
for the House was, whether this three hundred | 
thousand of our people were entitled to this small 
appropriation in aid of their common defence. 

Mr. POLK said he rose simply to repeat the 
facts under which this appropriation was placed in 
the bill. On a former occasion he had opposed an 
appropriation for this work. But then the House 
solemnly determined to proceed with the work. 
It was now inserted according to the estimate of 
the department, and the question seemed to be 
whether this appropriation should be made or the 
money already expended on the work be thrown 
to the winds. Mr. P. addressed some further 
explanatory remarks on the object of the appro- 
priation, and 

Mr. FERRIS supplied some omissions which 
he had made in his topographical description of | 
the assailable points of the city and vicinity of 
New York. 

Mr. BATES said he recollected that the other 
day, when the proposition was made by his col- 








league [Mr. E. Everett] for an appropriation for || 
Fort Independence, in Boston harbor, it met with || 


opposition from a quarter where it was least ex- | 


pected. The amount of United States shipping 
and property in that harbor could not secure that 
appropriation. Now, (said Mr. B.,) lam in favor 
of this appropriation, which is precisely analo- | 
gous to that proposed for Fort Independence; and | 
in order to show the consistency of gentlemen | 
on the question, he would ask for the yeas and 
nays. 
hey were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL spoke against the amend- 
ment and in favor of retaining the appropriation in 
the bill. Hereferred to the remark of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. Parker] in relation to 


| 
| 
| 





| 





|, the fortification highly essential to his own con- 


|| the gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Bares,]} 


|| one appropriation was contained in the bill as 


The city of |, 


|| a matter of any peculiar personal interest to him- 


|| one of which was to build no more forts until 


|| those which are already built and decaying were 


|| would better become the nation to look to her 


it 
tt 
1} 
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) the protection afforded by the danger of navigating 


the Hurlgate. That gentleman must be aware 
that, at certain periods of the tide, that place was 
perfectly safe and harmless in navigation. It was 
navigated daily by vessels bearing the commerce 
of his own State, (Connecticut,) and steamboats | 
to and from the city of New York. He thought 


stituents, as well as to the citizens of New York, 
and others. 

Mr. PARKER explained. He had not denied 
| that, at a certain state of the wind and tide, this 
place could be passed. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG alluded to the remark of | 


| who had demanded the yeas and nays in order to | 
convict members of inconsistency. Mr. C. said 
there was an appropriation already passed in the 
bill, for the benefit of Boston harbor, precisely 
analogous to this one. That proposed for the 
reconstruction of Fort Independence could not 
properly be so considered. 

Mr. BATES said, the only difference was, that 





reported, and the other was not. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the Elouse for a few minutes in explanation of his 
views of these appropriations. 

Mr. WARDWELL said, it seemed the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bartes,] had de- 
manded the yeas and nays in order to test the 
votes of the New York delegation. He did not 
regret this. He was free to confess that he voted 
against the proposition to rebuild Fort Independ- 
ence because it had not come to the House rec- 
ommended by the proper committee. With regard 
| to the appropriation under discussion, it was not 





self or his immediate constituents, as he came from 
| the interior of the State. The subject, however, 
he was aware, was vitally important to the com- 
merce of Massachusetts and Connecticut—much 
more so than to the people of New York. 
Mr. FERRIS rose to make a further reference 
to nae of the Board of Engineers, which he 
| read. 


| fectly coincided with the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Warpwe t,] as to the importsnce of 


this work to his constituents, as well as to others; || 


| and he assured him that he should take pleasure 
in recording his vote in favor of the appropriation. 
He was not sorry the yeas and nays had been 
demanded. But the gentleman had said the 
appropriation for Fort Independence, in Boston 
harbor, had not been recommended by a proper 
committee. Hewould ask what committee could 
| be more appropriate for a military work than that 
| on military affairs? They had recommended it; 


|, but it would be impossible to procure justice on 


| this point, until Congress should determine to pay 


|| some respect to the recommendations of the engi- 


| neers employed by the Government. 

Mr. DICKINSON said, at the last session of 
Congress there were some principles laid down 
| by it, which he would now gladly see acted upon; 


armed. He said while there was a speck of war 
discernible in our political horizon, he thought it 


immediate and important points of defence, and 
equip her forts already erected, than to attempt 
| new ones. He would choose, too, to see both our 
| Army and Navy composed of American citizens, 
which was far from being the case at present, par- 
ticularly the latter, as he was credibly informed 
that from a boatswain downwards our Navy con- 
sisted of three Englishmen to one native-born cit- 
izen! He hoped the House would sustain itself 
| in its former principles by yejecting not only this 
| appropriation, but that for Boston also. 
| Mr. WARD, of New York, said he should de- 
| tain the House with only a few observations upon 
the amendment under consideration. He would 
not have said a word on the subject, but for the 
remarks of the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
| sachusetts, [Mr. Bares,] which he considered as 
| rather invidious towards the New York delegation. 
That honorable gentleman had called for the 
| yeas and nays on the question, for the purpose, he 
' said, of showing the consistency of gentlemen on 





it 


Mr. EVERETT, of Massachusetts, said he per- || 





Mi 


the question—most of the members from New 
York having, as he alleged, voted against the 
appropriation for Fort Independence, in Boston 


harbor. That opposition, the gentleman remarked, 
came from an unexpected quarter, and he now 
seemed desirous of ascertaining whether a ques- 
tion in which the State of New York is, in like 
manner, interested, the delegation from New York 
would vote for or against le Lar ee This 
charge of inconsistency, Mr. W. said, would not 
apply to him, for he had voted for the appro- 
riation alluded to, though, on reflection, he was 
d to doubt the propriety of that vote, for the 
reason that the appropriation had not been recom- 


| mended by the Committee of Ways and Means, 


to which the investigation of the subject properly 
belonged. But, after hearing the argument on the 
subject, in the Committee of the Whole, he was 
| induced to vote for it, chiefly by the consideration 
that it was highly important to put the city of 
Boston ina perfect state of defence. It was his 
| wish that no distinetion should ever be made be- 
twixt one State and another, as to the fortification 
| of our sea-board. Mr. W. said he would take 
this occasion to declare that he would vote for no 
appropriation the sole object of which was merely 
to benefit a State by the expenditure of public 
| money within its linits, and he had nodoubt that 
every member of the House would join him in the 
declaration. The decision of this question, there- 
fore, would not be governed by any such policy. 
| The expenditure of $30,000, which is the whole 
| sum proposed in the State of New York, was not 
an object, in that point of view, worthy of the 
slightest consideration. Lie believed that the com- 
pletion of the fort at Throg’s neck was essential 
to the deience of a city which was the acknowl- 
edged commercial emporium of our country, and 
for that reason alone, he should vote against the 
motion to strike out this appropriation. 

The honorable gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Dickinson] seemed to think that we should go on 
| to complete the works already commenced before 
| we begin any others, and that we should rely for 

our own defence from foreign eggression, not upon 
| fortresses, but the stout hearts and strong arms of 
| our citizens. Mr. W. differed with his honora- 
ble friend. He considered, he said, that men of 
the strongest nerves, sometimes, and under certain 
circumstances, required a shelter from the enemy. 
It was, he thought, undisputed, that skilful and 
scientffic fortifications were one of the cheapest. as 
| well as most efficient modes of defence. By a 
proper system of fortifications, our cities and har- 
bors would be defended at a less expense, both of 
life and treasure, than by the bare exposure to the 
| enemy of the freeman’s breast. The fort on 
| Throg’s Neck was not a new work, as the honora- 
| blegentleman supposed. It hadalready been com- 
menced, and it belonged to the plan of fortifica- 
tions recommended under a former Administration, 
for the defence of our commercial cities, by a dis- 
| tinguished individual, now a member of the other 
| branch of our national Legislature, and then at 
the head of the War Department, (Mr. Catnovun,] 
_a plan which that gentleman and his friends have 
great reason to be proud of, and which, if ever 
carried into full effect, would secure our widely 
extended country from the insults and agsaults of 
any foreign force. All that was left for Congress 
to do was to carry out the noble system which had 
already been begun, and in a few years our cities 
/and harbors, with the vast amount of propert 
| always collected in them, in the security of whic 
| the citizens of every part of our country are deeply 
and directly interested, will be placed beyond the 
reach of danger from foreign hostility; whereas a 
neglect of these defences would invite and facilitate 
| aggression. 
It was said that we required no forts for our 
| security. To this remark he would barely reply 
| that it would be difficult to satisfy the enlightened 
| representatives of a great and free people at this 
| day, that we could, with safety, dispense with 
| these means of national defence. He would not 
now enter into a discussion of the general ques- 
tion, whether fortifications were necessary to na- 
| tional defence, for it was sufficient to say that, 
' from the earliest period of which we have any 
| record down to the present time, all civilized na- 
tions have relied upon them ina great measure 
| for their security from invasion and assault. He 
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adverted to the gallantand successful defence made | 
by our brave toops, under the command of Colo- | 
nel, afterwards General Hamilton, at Mud Fort, | 
in the Delaware, during the revolutionary war, as 
an illustration of the advantage of such works. 
‘The advance of the British armament was impeded | 
by that fort for a great length of time, thereby 
affording our army an opportunity to take up a 
secure position near the city of Philadelphia, 
which afterwards fell into the hands of the enemy. | 
If the works on Throg’sa Neck, which had been | 
commenced, should be now abandoned, all the 
money which had been expended there would be 
a total loss to the country. As a proof of the 
importance of this position to the security of New 
York, it had been stated, and, to his own knowl- 
edge, stated correctly, by his colleague, [Mr. 
Janvis,}] that General Howe selected this very 
point as the place for debarking the British army 
during the war of the Revolution, with the view 
of dislodging the American army from the city 
and island of New York. During the whole of 
that war it was considered as one of the most 
important, and one of the most assailable positions 
in the vicinity of New York; and such, he had no 
doubt, al again be the case in the event of 
another war. He, therefore, hoped the House 
would not strike out the appropriation, and more 
especially since it had undergone the scrutiny and 
received thesanction of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, to which the subject properly belonged. 


Mr. MANN, of New York, said, if this was | 


an original proposition he should have no hesita- | 
tion whatever in voting against it, but as it then 
stood, the case was different. Some gentlemen 
had made it a local matter, for the exclusive benefit 
of the city of New York, but the fact was, that 
Throg’s Neck was situated at a distance of about 
twelve miles from that city, on Long Island. 
Moreover, in General Bernard’s report, this place 
is made an object of especial attention, and was 
among the plans recommended by him in 1825, as 
worthy of being put in a situation of defence. 
Mr. M. said he should vote for no new works till 
those already in existence were fully armed. 
They had been told that the fortifications of Boston 
and Baltimore were not furnished with a single gun, 
and he thought it time for the House to turn its 
attention to armaments, and not to the erection of 
new works. 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland, also spoke in favor 


of the appropriation. He hoped the New York || 


delegation would also show a liberal disposition 
towards important appropriations for the defence 
of the smalier States. We were one people—our 
interests were all essentially combined, and we 
should act as a band of brothers for the true in- 
terests of all. He hoped the appropriation would 
be retained. 

The question was then taken on striking out the 
appropriation by yeas and nays, and decided in the 
negative, as follows: Yeas 87, nays 114. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading to-morrow, without amendment. 

On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- 
setts, 
The House adjourned. 





iN SENATE. 
Turspay, January 20, 1835. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by— | 
Messrs. PRENTISS, HENDRICKS, POR- | 
TER,PRESTON, TIPTON, KING, of Alabama, 





BROWN, and WEBSTER. || 
Mr. HENDRICKS coon a memorial and | 


joint resolutions from the Legislature of Indiana, | 
praying for a donation of land, and an appropria- | 
tion in aid of completing the Wabash Canal; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals. 


| 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | tariff of 1828, were severally read the third time 
ate a communication from the Navy Department, | and passed. 


transmitting the correspondence with Loami Bald- 


win, relative to his superintendency of dry docks, | Shepperd, deceased, came up for a third reading. 


at Charleston, South Carolina; in pursuance of a 
resolution of the Senate for that purpose. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, the communication 
was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. PRESTON gave notice, that to-morrow he 
would ask leave to introduce a bill to prevent 
frauds and impositions upon the pension laws. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. _ . 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, gave notice, that to- 
morrow he would ask leave to introduce a bill for 
the relief of Moses Beard and others. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Joseph Hardy; 
which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which the same was referred, 
reported a bill confirming claims to land in Mis- 
souri, and for other purposes, with an amendment. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which a resolution on the sub- 
ject was referred, reported a bill authorizing the 
investment of the two per cents. of Mississippi, 
reserved for making caalias in certain bank stocks; 
which was read the first time, and ordered toa 
second reading. 


The following resolutions, lying on the table, 
were taken up, considered, and adopted: 

By Mr. PORTER: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquireinto the expediency 
of making an appropriation to repairand complete 
the road leading from the northern boundary line 


of Arkansas, by Little Rock and Washington, to | 


Fulton, on the north bank of Red river. 


By Mr. TIPTON: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making an appropriation to repair the military 
road leading from Fort Jesup, in Louisiana, to 
Fort Towson, in Arkansas. 

By Mr. BENTON: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs inquire into the expediency of appropriating | 
a suitable sum of money in assisting the officers | 


| made by Moses Shepperd for constructing any 
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part of the Cumberland road.” 

Upon which Mr. H. asked the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

After some remarks from Mr. HENDRICKS, 
in opposition to the motion, and in favor of the 
immediate passage of the bill, the question was 
taken on the recommitment and agreed to—yeas 
24, nays 19, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Black, Brown, 
Buchanan, Calhoun, Cuthbert, Grundy, Hill, 
Kane, King of Alabama, King of Georgia, Linn, 
McKean, Morris, Preston, Robinson, Shepley, 
Swift, Tallmadge, Tipton, Waggaman, White, 
Wright—24. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Clay, Clayton, Ewing, 
Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Kent, Leigh, Moore, 
Naudain, Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Robbins, 
Silsbee, Smith, Tomiinson, Tyler, Webster—19. 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January 20, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented, on 
leave, by— 
Mr. PEYTON, of Tennessee; 
Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 
Messrs. CARR and EWING, of Indiana; 
{Mr. Carr presented a memorial and joint reso- 
lution of the General Assembly of the State of 
Indiana, praying a further donation of the public 
domain, to assist in the completion of the Wabash 
and Erie Canal, and in the construction of such 
| other works of internal improvement as will have 





and soldiers of the army of the United States, at | a tendency to open a line of communication be- 
the several military posts, to obtain theservices of tween the Wabash and Ohio rivers; which, upon 
chaplains. | his motion, were referred to the Committee on 

The following resolutions were submitted: || Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. ] 

By Mr. WAGGAMAN: || And Mr. GAMBLE, of Georgia; 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and || Which petitions and memorials were referred. 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency || | Mr. BARRINGER, from the Committee on 
of constructing, at the national expense, arailroad | Military Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of 
from Jacksonville, on the St. John’s river, to the | oe aylor; which was read twice and com- 

‘mouth of Suwanee river, at its entrance into | ted. ; 
Vacasausa bay, on the side of the Gulf of Mexico, | | Mr. WARDWELL, from the Committee on 
or to such other convenient point on said river as || Revolutionary Pensions, reported, without amend- 


iud dient. | ment, the bill from the Senate to continue the 
“DM. BENDRICES: || office of Commissioner of Pensions; which was 
: F , || committed. 


Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and | “Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency | Affairs, reported the following bills; which were 


of authorizing the several railroad companies char- || peaq twice, and committed to a Committee of the 
tered by the State of Indiana, to construct roads || 


ee os | Whole on the state of the Union, viz: 
from the Ohio river into the interior of the State, | 4 pin) authorizing the construction of a dry 
to use the timber of the public lands in the con- || aock for the naval service. 


struction of their respective works; and also, to || ang a@ bill to provide for constructing three 
inquire into the expediency of making grants of || .+oam batteries 
the public land for the location of such roads, and || Mr. FOSTER, from the Cousnittes on the Juii- 
to aid the companies in making them wherever || ciary, reported, without amendment, the bill from 
the od Si may pass over any unsold lands of the | the Senate increasing the compensation of the 
wo States. al ie ee CR | marshal of the district of Delaware; which was 
e joint resolution from the House o epre- || committed. 
sentatives, directing the Commissioner of Public | Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on Public 
Daitinge, to neve the gs eee by ee \| eee epeaien omnes aneateoren she eneore 
and now in the rotundo, placed in the niches in || the Senate for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
front = en oe they were designed, | Magee, and Semoisa, Creek Indians; which was 
was read twice and reierred. |, committed. 

The bill for the relief of Richard B; Archer was | Mr. CLAY, from the same committee, reported 
| read the first time, considered as in Committee of | a =o extend - oo of issuing aa 
the Whole, and ordered to a second reading. | on United States land warrants; which was read. 

The bill from the House of Representatives | Mr. CLAY asked that the bill might be read a 
authorizing the superintendent of Indian affairs at | second time, with a view to its engrossment. 
St. Louis to employ a clerk, was read twice and | aoe oe en one = Ba ace | 
referred. || character essrs. »C $a ke 
| ‘The bill for the relief of Charles Lynch; and | JOHNSON, and DENNY, the bill was reada 

The bill to exempt merchandize imported under || second time, and ordered to be engrossed fora 

certain circumstances, from the operation of the || third reading. 

Mr. CLAY, from the same committee, reported 
a bill in relation to patents for public lands sold 
The bill for the relief of the heirs of Moses | by oa United cg or oe regen pon ace 
confirmed; which was read twice and postpon 
Mr. HILL renewed his opposition to the bill, | for one week. ; 
and submitted a motion, ** That the billbe recom- | Mr. CLAY, from the same committee, reported 
_ mitted, with instructions to specify the several items | a bill to authorize the city council of St. Augus- 
= — a = made, the amount xe to eens tp = said a was 
| allowed on each item, and the aggregate amount | read twice and ordered to be engrossed. 

on all the items; which amount shall be in full of Mr. POPE, from the Committee on Roads and 
‘all claims pertaining to the several contracts. '' Canals, reported an amendment to the bill ** to 


| 
| 
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construct certain roads and harbors, and to improve | 
the navigation of certain rivers,’’ and also an 
amendment to the bill ** to authorize examinations, | 
surveys, and estimates for the improvement of 
certain rivers and harbors;’’? which amendments 
were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 


Roads and Canals, reported an amendment to the | 


bill to authorize examinations, surveys, and esti- 
mates for the construction of roads, and for the 
improvement of certain rivers; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. REYNOLDS, from the same committee, 
reported, without amendment, the bill from the 
Senate, to improve the navigation of Wabash 
river; which, on motion of Mr. R., was committed 


to a Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on the | 


Public Lands, reported, with an amendment, the 
bill from the Senate for the relief of Elijah Sim- 
mons; which was committed. 

Mr. CHINN moved to take upa bill to organize 
the fire companies of Washington city, and a bill 
to extend the charter of the Fire Insurance Com- 
pany of Alexandria. 

Objection being made, 

Mr. CHINN moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose indicated; which was negatived. 

Messrs. DICKINSON, CHANEY, CASEY, 
CLAYTON, FOSTER, GILMER, LAY, and 
MUHLENBERG, each made adverse reports 
upon petitions, &c., which had been referred to 


their respective committees; which were laid on 


the table. 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing fire-proof buildings for the surveyor 
eneral and registers of the land offices of the 
nited States, in the State of Louisiana. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 


On motion of Mr. McCARTY, the following 
resolution, offered by him on the 12th instant, was 
taken up: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested to transmit to this House copies of 
all letters and correspondence of all Indian agents 
and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
the Indian department, now i@ the Executive or 
War Department, or in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 


or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- _ 
fer of all Indian reserves of lands since the year | 


1825, up to this time; and also, all the orders and 
communications from the Executive of the United 
States through the War Department, or General 


Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said sur- || 


veys, locatfons, sales, and transfers of Indian re- 
serves; together with maps and plots of said sur- 
veys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed 


by the President under said transfers and sales, | 


and what remains unappropriated, that have been 
reported and submitted for his approval, together 
with the evidence of title. 

Mr. McCARTY briefly explained the reasons 


which had induced him to offer the resolution; || 


when, after a few remarks by Messrs. MILLER 


and CLAY, the latter moved to postpone the | 


resolution for one week. 
Mr. McCARTY objected to the postponement; 


but the further consideration of the subject was | 
here arrested by a call (by Mr. Warmoven) for | 


the orders of the day; which prevailed. 
The following bills were read a third time and 
passed: 


A bill for the relief of William O’Neal and | 


Robert Morrison; 

And a bill making appropriations for 
tions for the year 1835. 

On motion of Mr. POLK, the previous orders, 
&c., were postponed for the purpose of going into 
committee on the appropriation bills. 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


fortifica- 


The House then, on motion of Mr. POLK, | 


resolved itself into a Committee of the Whole on 

the state of the Union, (Mr. SPEIGHT in the 

chair,) and proceeded to take up and consider— 
The bill (No. 616) making eee for the 

civil and diplomatic expenses o 

the year 1835 


THE’ 


| The bill was taken up by sections. 
(| Mr. McKINLEY moved to insert after 149th 
| line, an item for additional clerk hire, in the Bu- | 


| reau of Private Land Claims, to aid in the distri- 
| bution of private land claims, recording claims, 
| &e., $2,000. 

Agreed to. 

Mr. POLK moved to ingert three items after the 
| 172d line for the Superintendent of the Bureau of 
‘Indian Affairs, $3,000; for clerks in do., $570; 


| and for contingent expenses, $800. 


Agreed to. 
| Mr. POLK also moved tostrike out $3,000 and 
insert $4,000, for the compensation of the clerks, 
&c., in the office of the Commissary General of 
Purchases, and to strike out the appropriation of 
$700 for the clerk of the purchasing department. 

Agreed to. 
Mr. POLK then moved to strike out $6,400 for 


0 i - | 
the pay of temporary clerks in preparing state- | pant goofing Sacra 


ment under resolutions of the Senate of 6th and 
30th June, 1834. 

Agreed to. 

On the item for the salary of the superintendent 
of the southwest Executive Building, and watch- 
man, 

Mr. PARKER moved to strike out $850 and 


‘| insert $1,200, and explained that a discrepancy 
existed in the pay for those persons and others | 


performing the same or similar duties. 

Mr. POLK said it was the same as in former 
years, but he saw no impropriety in making the 
compensation equal. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 

On the item for the appropriation for the Library 
of Congress being read— 


tional item ‘‘ for new articles of furniture for the 
Library of Congress, $1,500; which was agreed 


|} to. 


On the appropriation to pay the expenses of the 
| Legislative Council of Michigan being read— 
Mr. POLK moved to insert ‘‘ for the pay and 


1 mileage of members of the Legislative Council of | 
| Michigan, and the officers thereof, and the inci- 


| dental expenses of an extra session of the said 
| Council, held at Detroit, in the year 1834, 
$4,268 81;”’ which was agreed to. 

The item for allowances to the law agent, 
| assistant counsel, and district attorney, for setiling 


private land claims in Florida, being under consid- || 


eration, 


moved to strike out ‘‘ law agent,’’ to insert $4,050 
instead of $5,550, and to add a proviso that none 
of the money should be paid out of the Treasury 
| till the claims had been adjudicated, and entered 


| his proposition. 


Mr. POLK said, in reference to this item, infor- | 


mation was asked from the department, and Mr. 

P. read a letter from the Secretary of the Treas- 
|; ury of the 14th January, setting forth that the 
|| appropriation was in conformity to an act of Con- 
|| that act, and cited the amounts of former years 
|| showing that it was less than heretofore. Hesaw 
no occasion for the reduction of the amount, or 


how it could be done consistently with the public 
interest, at leadt not until the act referred to had 
| been repealed. 
| After some further conversation between Mr. 
| MERCER, Mr. POLK, and WHITE, of Flori- 
| ida, the question on the amendment was taken 
|| and decided in the affirmative—ayes 81, noes not 
counted. 

On the item for the purchase of law books for 
the office of the Attorney General, $3,000, 





|| been made. 





CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. WHITE, the Delegate from Florida, | 


into an explanation of some length in support of | 


|, gress of 1828. Mr. P. also recited the clause of || 


for adopting the proviso, nor could he perceive || 


Mr. POLK moved to insert $2,000 instead of 


$3,000. 
| Mr. J.Q. ADAMS wished to know at what 
| period the principle for this appropriation was 


adopted. 

Mr. POLK replied, when Mr. Berrien was 
| Attorney General, an appropriation of $500 had 
Mr. P. then sent to the Clerk’s table 
a letter from the present Attorney General, setting | providing for the survey of the public lands, by 
forth that there had been no provision consistent | 
Government, for || with the importance of the office, for a Library, 
‘land that those officers had hitherto been com- 






143 


/pelled to resort to the Library of Congress, or 


depend upon their private resources. Mr. Butler 

had been favored with the use of Mr. Taney’s 

private library, of which he would soon necea- 

sarily be deprived. If Congress would make an 

appropriation of three thousand dollars, it would 

‘hereafter only require three or four hundred 
dollars annually to supply the necessary new 

publications. 
Mr. J.Q. ADAMS was unsatisfied, for he could 


| see no reason why the Attorney General should 


be furnished with a library at the expense of the 
country. Mr. A. moved to strike out the whole 
clause. 

Mr. FOSTER thought, on the contrary, thet a 
library in the office of the Attorney General was 
indispensable, and should be furnished at the public 
expense. Mr. I’. advocated the propriety of the 
appropriation with some energy, and said, he 

| thought it the most reasonable application ever 


Mr. D. J. PEARCE opposed the item and said, 


|| without some better cause than had been assigned, 


he saw no valid reason why the appropriation 
should be made. A considerable amount of the 
sum assigned for the purchase of books for the 
library of Congress was always expended in the 
| purchase of books for the department of law, to 
which the Attorney General had atall times ready 
access. 
Mr. POLK further explained. 
The question was then taken on Mr. J. Q. 


|| Apams’s motion to strike ont the whole clause; 


which was negatived: Ayes 53, noes 72. 
Mr. POLK’S motion to amend the clause by 


| inserting $2,000 instead of $3,000 was then agreed 
| to without a division. 


Mr. EDWARD EVERETT moved an addi- || 


On the clause for compensation to the district 
attorneys and marshals being read, 
|| Mr. FOSTER moved an additional item for 
compensation to the district attorney of South 
| Carolina, and for the marshal of Delaware. 
Mr. POLK inquired if this was in pursuance 
|| of any law. 

Mr. FOSTER replied in the negative, but ad- 

| voeated the expediency of the appropriation. 
| Mr. POLK thought it could only be done under 
|a special act, and suggested to Mr. Foster to 
|| withdraw his amendment, and a special bill might 
| be introduced to meet the object. 
| Mr. FOSTER then withdrew his amendment, 


; and the clause, as it stood, was adopted. 

On the following item being read, appropriating 
$300,000, for defraying the expenses of the Su- 
preme, circuit, and district courts of the United 

| States, &c., 

|| Mr. PARKER inquired how it was that this 
|} amount had increased from the amount of last 
year, which was then $260,000 

|| Mr. POLK said the increase of this item did not 
|| escape the attention of the committee, who had 
] made the necessary inquiry of the Treasury De- 
|| partment, and it was founded on estimates which 
|| had been furnished by the marshals of the several 
|| States. Mr. P. then sent to the Clerk’s tablea 
| table of the various items, which was read, and 
the clause was agreed to. 

The clause ** to make good a deficiency in the 
|| funds for the relief of sick and disabled seamen, 
&c., $25,000’? having been read, 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS asked how this deficiency 
had been created. 

Mr. POLK explained and produced a document 
| from the Secretary of the Treasury, setting forth 
| that the deficiency actually existed from an excess 
| of expenditure. 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said, though he should not 
move to strike out the clause, he deemed it a very 
improper one, since it led to the expenditure of 
| money without the authority of law. 
| Mr. CAMBRELENG said, the expenditure 
| was necessarily a fluctuating one. The gentleman 
| from Massachusetts was in error about the law; 
|| seamen abroad who became disabled must, by 
law, be sent home by consuls, and thus the actual 
amount could not be anticipated. 

The conversation then dropped. 

Mr. REYNOLDS moved to amend the clause 


1] 
| 
i 
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|| adding for **surveying lots in Peoria, Illinois, 
%? 


Mr. R. said, he had made inquiry at the Treas- 
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ury Department, and found that no provision had 
been made for this object. 


‘The amendment was negatived without a divis- | 


jon. 

The ciauses for salaries of foreign Ministers 
and chargés d’affaires then came under consider- 
ation. 

Mr. J.Q. ADAMS asked, why it was that an 
appropriation was inserted for a chargé d’affaires 
to Buenos Ayres? 
there. Mr. A. eaid, he had last year made a mo- 
tion to strike out this item, on the ground that 
there not only was no such minister there, but 
under the then existing circumstances, he thought 
it highly improper that there should be. But 
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} 


There was no such officer || 


it to remain as it stood. He would pledge himself 
that if additional information should be required, 
he would, when the bill came into the 
endeavor to procure it, 


Mr. ARCHER said if he understood the duty || 
| to 
| 


| of the Committee of Ways and Means, it was to 
| be prepared to answer all interrogatories on the 
| subjects introduced, and recommended by them. 
| He asked what had become of the appropriation 
| made last year, and he was answered that it was 


|| incumbent on the gentleman from Massachusetts to 


that appropriation was passed; and if it had not | 


been diverted to some other purpose, he again 
asked why this was inserted in the bill? Mr. A. 
also alluded to the outfit appropriated last year 
for a minister to London, where no minister had 
resided. 

Mr. POLK said, in relation to the $9,000 appro- 
priated last year for a minister to England, he 
would send to the table of the Clerk a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which accounted 
for the expenditure of $6,682 50, for the pay of a 
chargé d'affaires at that Court, leaving a balance 
of $2,317 50, which was paid over to the surplus 
fund. With. regard to the mission to Buenos 
Ayres, he had sought no information on the sub- 
ject from the department, and had, therefore, 
received none. 

Mr. ADAMS said the explanation was not sat- 
.isfactory. He wished the House distinctly to 


know what they appropriated money for, and || 


how it was expended. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said, if the facts were as 
stated by the gentleman from Massachusetts, it 
ought to be stricken out; but he hoped the gen- 
tleman would permit it to go to the House, and 
there act upon it. 

Mr, ARCHER agreed with the gentleman from 
Massachusetts in the propriety of striking out this 
appropriation. We had a right to suppose the 


money to be then in the Treasury: as the appro- || 
priation had been made, the department had no || 


right to divert it to another purpose. If such had 
been done, it was time to mark it with a distinct 
brand of reprobation. 

Mr. POLK begged to inquire of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Ancuer] if it was within his 
own knowledge that the money appropriated for 
this object had been expended in some other 
foreign mission? 

Mr. ARCHER intimated that the question 


man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. POLK then begged to inquire of that gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. JOHN QUINCY ADAMS then said he 


inferred as much, because it had not been expended | 


in the manner and for the object directed by Con- 
ress. 


Mr. POLK then said it was an inference, and || 


an inference drawn without facts. The gentlemen 
were not authorized to draw a conclusion either 
that the money has been, or that it would be, 
expended in any object other than that for which 


| 
it was intended. Mr. P. begged for leave to differ || 


with the distinguished genileman from Massa- | 
chusetts—distinguished in his acquirements in 
foreign diplomacy; that the appropriation for the 


mission to England had been diverted from its || 


purpose. We had a minister in Great Britain of | 
the second grade, who was entitled to half the | 
salary given to one of the first grade. Congress | 
had made an appropriation for a minister of the 
latter grade; Sr circumstances which needed 
not then to be adverted to, the Government could 
not pay a full minister; but did it follow that we | 
were to be unrepresented ? 
further explanation on this point. With regard 
to the item for the chargé at Buenos Ayres, he 
would only remark, that it was submitted among 
the regular annua! estimates, furnished by the 
head of the department; and after the very elab- 
orate discussion of last year, he had not sup- | 
posed the question would have been again re- 
agitated. 

' Mr. P. concluded by saying, that if no good 


reason could be assigned why the item should be | 


stricken out, he hoped the committee would suffer | 


Mr. P. made some | 


|| far more important than to an 


| answer the inquiry. It was known that an appro- 
priation wes made for a minister to Buenos Ayres 
last year, and it was not pretended thata Minister 
| had been sent there, and he would ask what had 
become of the money? It certainly had not been 
applied to the use for which it was intended, and 
| why were they called upon to make itagain? Mr. 
A. was by no means disposed to bring a charge 
of malfeasance upon the Administration, since it 
might be an oversight, but he was not disposed to 
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gentleman from New York, near him, {Mr. ae 
BRELENG,| that an agent at Venezuela was of more 


ouse, || importance to our commerce than to any other of 


|| the new South American States. 


The amendment of Mr. POLK was then agreed 
Mr. SEVIER moved to strike out two thousand 


| dollars out of the appropriation for the Territory 


of Arkansas, making it nine instead of * eleven 
| thousand dollars.” 


|| After some conversation between Messrs. SE- 


VIER and POLK, theamendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. LYON, of Michigan moved an addition=} 
| appropriation for the expenses of that government, 


| but the motion was lost. 

| Mr. PINCKNEY moved to amend the bill by 
|| making an appropriation of $20,000 for the pur- 
| chase of a building in Charleston, for the use of 
| the Federal court, and for a jail. 

‘| Mr. FOSTER said he would merely remark, 


| vote an appropriation twice over for the same ob- | 


ject. Ele hoped they were not yet limited to such 
| subserviency. If the House should blindly vote 
on this item, the organ of the Administration 


that this subject had been under consideration 
before the Committee on the Judiciary, and was 


| there disapproved. 


would only have to get up in his place, and pro- | 


pose an 
| reason for its adoption. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG hoped that no portion of 


_ the House were liable to the charge of subservi- 


ency. 

Mr. ARCHER disclaimed having made any per- 
| sonal or general allusion to the members of the 
| House. 


| there ought to be no difference of opinion. It 
| was certainly not one worthy of a long debate. 


The gentleman from Massachusetts had reminded | 


| the committee that a similar appropriation was 
| made last year, which still remained in the Treas- 
ury. With that knowledge, it certainly ought not 


Mr. CAMBRELENG continued. He thought | 
the matter before them was one about which | 


measure, and that would be a sufficient | 


The question being taken, the amendment was 
ost. 

The bill being laid aside, 

The committee then, on motion of Mr. FOS- 
TER, took up the bill to make additional com- 
pensation to the district attorney, for the district 


|, of South Carolina. 


to be appropriated again; but it ought not to be | 
struck out upon the presumption that the appro- | 


a had been misapplied by the department. | 
hether it was struck out or not, as not imporw- | 


tant, as we should have the necessary information | 


before it would be acted on in the House. 


would have deferred his motion till that time, but 
it was not material. 

After some further debate, the question was 
taken on the amendment of Mr. J. Q@. Apams, to 
strike out all that part of the clause relating to 


|, Buenos Ayres, and agreed to. 
should be addressed not to him, but to the gentle- | 


Mr. POLK proposed an addifional clause, 
ter to Spain, $9,000. 


| avail himself of the opportunity. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 
} 


| Mr. J.Q. ADAMS asked whether this appro- 
| priation for a mission to Venezuela was nota new 
one. 


|| Mr. CAMBRELENG answered he believed it 


was. 

Mr. J. @. ADAMS said, on a former occasion, 
a debate arose in the House, as to the location or 
existence of the Republic of Colombia. It was 


|| then settled down to New Granada, and he wanted | 


some further information on the subject of this 


| Government of Venezuela—whether it was recog- | 
| nised by the President, or whether it was of suffi- 


cient importance to command two missions. 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said, he should leave the 
gentleman from Virginia to adjust the geograph- 


| ical question with the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts, which had been raised last year, and with 
| which he had nothing to do. But as it regarded 
| the propriety of sending a minister to Venezuela, 

he would state his opinion that in a commercial 
| view, a chargé d’affaires to that Government was 
one of the three 
| into which Colombia had been divided. He hoped 


| the provision would be retained. 


Mr. ARCHER concurred in the opinion of the 


He | 
'had hoped the gentleman from Massachusetts || 


making an appropriation for the outfit of a minis- || 


Mr. POLK moved to insert ‘* Portugal’’ in the || 
‘provision ‘* for outfits of the chargé d’affaires to || 

Socade and Venezuela,” and instead of ‘‘nine,’’ 
|| insert ‘* thirteen thousand dollars.”’ 





| 


| 


Mr. PINCKNEY moved an amendment, in- 
| creasing the pay of the attorney $400 instead of 
| $200, as provided by the bill. 

Negatived. 
The bill was then laid aside. 
| The.committee, on motion of Mr. FOSTER, 
proceeded to consider the bill allowing additional 
salary to the marshal of the district of Delaware; 
after which, 

The committee rose, reported the bills to the 
House, (the former as amended,) when 
| The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, January 21, 1835. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented the memorial of 
the heirs of Noah Brown and others, praying 
remuneration for the depreciation of certain Treas- 
ury notes; which @vas referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the memo- 
_ rial of John Ross and other head men of the Cher- 
_ okee tribe of Indians, residing east of the Missis- 
| Sippi river. 
| Mr. F. said that the memorialists stated the 
| situation of their affairs with the State of Georgia 


| 





He produced a letter from the department, || —that they had now reached that crisis which 
stating that the present minister to Spain had ob- | 
tained leave to return home, and would doubtless | 


required the interposition of the Government of 
the United States. They proposed to Congress 
to purchase their territory, and cede the same to 
Georgia, and upon this Government doing so, 
they proposed to submit to the laws of Georgia— 
that they had come to the deliberate determination 
not to remove west of the Mississippi, but intended 
to remain, and proposed, under suitable guaran- 
tees, to become citizens of Georgia, and to be 
entitled to all the privileges, political as well as 
| others, to which citizens of that State were enti- 
_tled. And they proposed to this Government to 
make such arrangements with Georgia as would 
secure to them these privileges. He moved the 
reference of the memorial to the Comniittee on In- 
dian Affairs, and that it be ordered to be printed; 
| which was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate 
a letter from the War Department, communicating 
the names of the clerks employed in that depart- 
ment for the year 1834, with the compensation 


|| paid to each. 


Also, another letter from the War Department, 
transmitting a statement of the expenses for con- 
tingencies of the Army for the year 1834. 

Also, another letter from the War Department, 
containing an abstract of all the licenses which 
have been granted to trade with the Indians; which 
communications were severally laid on the table, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PORTER, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported a bill for the relief of Mary 
O'Sullivan 
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The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, 
were taken up, considered, and agreed to: 

By Mr. WAGGAMAN: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of constructing at the national expense, a railroad 
from Jacksonville, on the St. John’s river, to the 
mouth of the Suwanee river, at its entrance into 


Vacasausa bay, on the side of the Gulf of Mexico, | 
or to such other convenient point on said river as || 


may be judged most expedient. 


By Mr. HENDRICKS: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
of authorizing the several railroad companies | 
chartered by the State of Indiana, to construct \| 
roads from the Ohio river into the interior of the | 
State, to use the timber of the public lands in the | 


construction of their respective works; and also, 


of the public land for the location of such roads, 
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'| the opportunity to say that he was well soypaiatet 
\ with Colonel Hudry at New Orleans, where he 
|| behaved with great gallantry during the late war, | 
|| and sustained great pecuniary sacrifices. He also 
|, believed that the claim was perfectly correct and | 
iJ 
| 
| 


| 
i} 
i| 
ii 


ust. 

Mr. PORTER remarked that a more melan- | 
choly event had rarely occurred within his recol- 
lection. He knew the individual well, and knew 
him to be a most estimable man, and everything 
that had been said of him by the gentleman from 
Missouri was well merited. He did behave him- 
|, self most gallantly at New Orleans, both on the 
23d of December and the 8th of January, 1815, 
and expended there in various munitions of war 
from ten to fifteen thousand dollars from his pri- 
vate purse, for which he had never been com- 
pensated. That he came here last winter, press- 
|| ing his claim, and there was no doubt it would 


his existence from utter despair of its recovery. 


GLOBE. 


AStFUCHO : ; | have been allowed, but he last night put an end to |, 
to inquire into the expediency of making grants | 


the same may pass over any unsold lands of the | 


United States. 


The following resolution was submitted by Mr. 
HENDRICKS: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 


be instructed to inquire into the expediency of fix- | 


ing by law, the time of commencement and close 
of every succeeding session of Congress. 


The unfavorable report of the Committee on 


Claims upon the petition of Benjamin I. Heard, | 


and the unfavorable report of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims against the claim of the 


heirs of Colonel Harry Dixon, deceased, were. 


severally concurred in. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, directing the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings to have the statues, executed by Persico, 
and now in the Rotundo, placed in the niches in 
front of the Capitol, for which they were designed, 
was read the second time as in Committee of the 


Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


@ reading. 


The bill for the relief of Richard P. Archer was || 


read the second time and referred. 


of public moneys to administer oaths, was taken 
up and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POINDEXTER said, that several weeks 
ago he offered a resolution calling on the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office for copies of the || 


oaths which had been prescribed to be taken b 
rsons prior to making entries of public land. 


e 
No answer had yet been received from that office | 


to this resolution, and none, he presumed, would 
be made to it. 

alpable violation of public law on the part of the 
Preaeee Department, and, as he wished an an- 


swer to the resolution, he would, with that view, | 


move to lay the bill upon the table; which was 
agreed to. 

The bill making an appropriation to improve 
the harbor at or near the mouth of theriver Raisin, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of William C. Easton was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

After some remarks by Mr. TIPTON, in favor 
of the bill, Mr. HILL moved to lay it on the 
table; which was agreed to. 

The bill for the relief of William Pettiplace and 
others, heirs and legal representatives of Joseph 
White, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

The bill for the relief of David Lynch and 
others was taken up for consideration, and 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, was laid 
on the table, with a view to allow some further 
examination to be made into its merits. 

Mr. BENTON, from the Military Committee, 
reported a bill for the relief of Colonel John Hudry, 
of New Orleans. 2 

This report having been made— 

Mr. WAGGAMAN observed that Colonel 
Hudry had last night committed suicide. 

Mr. BENTON expressed his astonishment and 
regret at so melancholy an occurrence, and took 


This bill was intended to cover a || 





| 
| 
| 


{ 
‘} 


| ' 
and to aid the companies in making them wherever | 


/a member of the Military Committee, and from | 


Mr. BENTON then suggested the propriety of | 
a recommitment of the bill, with a view to its | 
amendment, so as to allow the claim to the heirs 
and legal representatives of the deceased. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, remarked that he was 


| the examination he had given the claim, he had no 


doubt of its being correct. 
the gentleman from Missouri, to take up the bill 
for consideration now, and amend it conformably 


| to his proposition. 


Mr. BENTON acceded to the suggestion, and | 


| on his motion, 


The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which 


was amended so as to make the allowance (about || 
|| $4,366) to the heirs and legal represeniatives of | 


Colonel John Hudry. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. KING, of Alabama, pursuant to notice, 


| and on leave given, introduced a bill to revive the 
,act of 1824, for the relief of the heirs and legal 
| representatives of John Donalson and Stephen 
| Heard; which was read twice and referred. 

Mr. LEIGH, from the Judiciary Committee, || 
| made an unfavorable report upon the petition of || 
|| Sarah Yorke. 
The bill authorizing the registers and receivers || 


|| the consideration of the bill to remove the land 


On motion of Mr. MOORE, the Senate resumed 


office in Mississippi, from Clinton to Jackson; 


| and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 


a third time. 


Mr. PRESTON gave notice that he would, to- | 
y || morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
| of Thomas Cooper, of South Carolina. 

Mr. PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on | 


| leave given, introduced a bill to detect and punish 





frauds and impositions upon the pension laws; 
which was read twice and referred. 


Mr. LINN, from the committee to which the || 
bill for the relief of Bartholomew Butcher and | 


| Peter Butcher had been referred, reported the 
| same without amendment. 


| 


| 





The bill making compensation for French spoli- 
ations prior to 1800, came up as the special order, 
when, 

On motion of Mr. SHEPLEY, it was postponed 


till to-morrow. 
The bill to distribute for a limited time the pro- 


ceeds of the sales of the public lands among the || 


several States, came up as the special order; and 
On motion of Mr. CLAY, it was postponed to 
this day week. 


The bill graduating the price of the public lands, 


and providing for the sale of those which have |. 


been longest in market, came up as the special 
order; when 

Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, with a 
view to the despatch of business which remained 
unfinished. 

Mr. CLAYTON remarked that there were 
several Senators unavoidably absent. 

Mr. CLAY said he was very desirous that the 
Senate should engage in executive business; and 
he came to the Senate Chamber to-day for that 
purpose, but there were several Senators absent 
who desired to be present at thattime. He there- 
fore suggested to put it off till to-morrow. 

Mr. BENTON then waived his motion, and 


But he suggested to | 
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moved to postpone the bill to Wednesday next; 
which was agreed to. 

Several other land bills lying on the table were 
postponed to the same day. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
Nicholas D. Coleman, and after some remarks 
by Mr. LEIGH and Mr. BLACK in favor, and 
by Mr. CLAY in opposition to the bill, it was 
negatived. 


The joint resolution, directing the President of 
the United States to cause to be presented to Col- 
onel Croghan and his under officers, medals, 
struck with suitable devices, as a testimony of 
national gratitude for their deeds of patriotism and 
valor in defence of Fort St. Stephens, being under 
consideration— 

Mr. BIBB gavea brief outline of the history 
and events connected with that brilliant affair, and 
|| paid a handsome compliment to the officers and 
| soldiers who fought in defence of that fort. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


The following bills were considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time: 

A bill confirnting the titles to certain lands in 
| Florida to General Carara; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a railroad 
through the lands of the United States, from Talla- 
hassee to St. Marks, in Florida; 

A bill making appropriation for completing cer- 
tain improvements in Florida; 
| A bill appropriating $20,000 for removing sand- 
| bars in thé Mississippi river, amended, 

‘|| On motion of Mr. HENDRICKS, by adding a 
clause directing the appropriation to be extended 
| under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

A bill providing for the adjustment of certain 
land claims in Louisiana; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder. 

The bill, reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands, for the relief of Silas B. Fisher, was, on 
|| motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, laid on the table. 
| And then the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, January 21, 1835. 


Mr. FORESTER, from the Committee of 
Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Benjamin Gentry; which was read twice and 
_committed. | 


Mr. FORESTER, by consent, submitted the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That a select committee, consisting of 
members, be appointed to investigate the 
| commutation claims and seven years’ half-pay 
claims of the widows and orphans of those who 
died or were kiiled in the service of the revolu- 
tionary war, as well such commutation and seven 

years’ half-pay claims as have been pe as those 
| which are still unpaid; and the half-pay claims 

authorized to be paid at the Treasury Darsrstents 
of the United States, under any act or acts of Con- 
| gress providing for the payment of the same, as 
| well those that have been paid as those that have 
not, and that said committee be directed to inquire 
into the expediency of passing such laws as may 
be deemed expedient to prevent frauds against the 
Government and the claimants. 
| Mr. MILLER suggested that the adoption of 
| the resolution would interfere with an important 
|| bill reported by the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, on a branch of the subject embraced in the 
resolution. 
| Mr. FORESTER had no wish to interfere with 
| the bill to which reference had been made. His 
| main object was to have a full investigation of the 
| frauds which were known to exist, and to devise 
some means of preventing others in future, not 
only against the Government, but against indivi- 
dual claimants. 

Mr. CHILTON was —— to the adoption 
| of the resolution. The whole subject was before 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. It would 
bea departure from the parliamentary rule, if not 
a reflection upona standing committee of the House 
to attempt to wrest from it in this way its legit- 
| mate functions and duties. 

_ Mr. VANDERPOEL agreed with the gentle- 
| man from Kentucky, that it was unnecessary to 
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January 21, 


raise a select committee on this subject. Hewas subject; and he thought the proposed inquiry constituted the official chairman, the person next 


willing to vote for a resolution sending the same 
inquiries to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims, inasmuch as he doubted whether that 
committee was fairly in possession of the whole 
subject embraced in the present resolution. He 
referred to the practices resorted to by specula- 
tors, in order to defraud honest claimants of their 
rights, and was willing to aid in preventing those 
fraudulent practices. He was, however, opposed 
to raising a special committee, and preferred that | 
the subject should be sent to the Committeé on 
Revolutionary Claims. He concluded by moving 
to lay the resolution on the table; but withdrew 
the motion at the request of 

Mr. BAYLIES, who remarked that as a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims, he 
did not view the resolution asa reflection upon the 
committee to which he belonged. He referred to 
the objects contemplated by the resolution, and 
remarked that the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims were anxious to place this subject on a 
footing to avoid, as far as possible, special legis- 
lation—to produce, in regard to it, something like 
principle and uniformity of action. Ile could see 
no good reason for adopting the resolution, 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, considered the pro- 
posed inquiry in some degree distinct from the 
regular and ordinary duties of the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. It was known that the 
most profligate frauds had been committed, not 
only upon the Government, but upon individual 
claimants. At the last session he had offered a 
resolution calling for a list of persons entitled to 
commutation pay. Upon a consultation with the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, he was apprized 
of the most profligate frauds which had been com- 
mitted by speculators, and informed that it had 
been deemed expedient, in order, if possible, to 
prevent their recurrence, to withhold information 
touching these claims, except to those directly 
or indirectly interested. In consequence of this 
interview, he withdrew his resolution. The object 
of the present resolution was to raise a committee 
to devise the means, if possible, to protect the | 
claims of the hei:s of those who achieved our lib- 
erties, and to prevent the perpetration of frauds, 
not only against the Government, but against the 
meritorious claimants, to which reference had been 
made. If the obj-ct could be attained by a refer- 
ence of the subject to the standing committee of 
the House, he hoped his friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. Forester} would withdraw his motion for 
a select committee, and let the subject go to the 
former. 

Mr. FORESTER referred to the duties of 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. The 
object which he had in view went further than the 
ordinary business confided to that committee. It 
proposed to investigate the whole subject, for the 
purpose of preventing speculators from seizing 
upon the bounty of the Government, which had 
been extended to the heirs of those who had 
fought the battles of the Revolution. He intended 
no reflection upon the standing committee by his 
motion, | 

Mr. F. referred to the fraudulent practices 
which existed on this subject. As things now | 
stood, it was impossible for claimants to procure | 
information which they could understand, while 
the hungry speculator makes himself acquainted | 
with them. Ile wished to guard against all this. | 
He wished to prevent these speculations upon the | 
honest earnings of the ancestors of his constit- | 
uents. 

Mr. MILLER was opposed to the resolution, | 
because the first branch of it withdrew from the | 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims a subject 
properly before that committee. He alluded to | 


the commutation bill, which was made the special |, 


order for some future day. If this resolution was 


entirely proper. 

Mr. GRENNELL was in favor of the resolu- 
tion. Its object was patriotic and humane. He 
was in favor of aselect committee, because the 
inquiry extended beyond the scope of the ordinary 
duties of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. TURRILL hed heard no good reasons as- 
signed for the adoption of the resolution. He 
considered the whole eubject already before the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. EWING wished to ingraft a small amend- 
ment upon the resolution. He desired to give 
those who were rejoicing on account of the com- 
plete redemption of the public debt, real ground 
for rejoicing, by making provision for the redemp- 
tion of the continental paper money. After afew 
additional remarks, 

Mr. E. moved the following amendment to the 
motion: 

‘* Also to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
‘ viding for the redemption of continental paper 
‘ yet remaining unpaid, according to the principles 
‘of equity and justice.” 

Mr. FOSTER said, as only fifteen minutes 
remained of the time allotted to resolutions and 
reports, he would move to postpone the resolution 
for another week, in order that the committee 
might have an opportunity to make report. 

Mr. FORESTER had no objection to postponing 
the resolution to the 30th instant, which would be 
beyond the time allotted for the disposition of the 
bill to which reference had been made. 

Mr. FOSTER accepted the suggestion as a 
modification of his motion. 

The resolution was then postponed to the 30th 
instant, and, on motion of Mr. BEATTY, ordered 


to be printed. 


INDIAN ANNUITIES. 

Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported a bill making appropriations for 
Indian annuities, and other similar objects, for 
1835; which was read twice and committed. 


CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 


AFFAIRS. 
Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said he was desirous of 
addressing a question to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and he wished to 


' inquire of the Chair who was the chairman of that 


passed, it would commit the whole subject to this | 


special committee, which he thought wholly un- 
necessary. 


Mr. MUHLENBERG remarked that he was | 
not in his seat during a portion of the time in | 


which the motion had been discussed. He believed || 


the gentleman would accomplish his object when 
the general bill on the subject came up, which 
opened the whole question. 

Mr. REED referred to the frauds and specula- 
tions which had taken place in reference to this 


| 


committee. 


Mr. CAMBRELENG stated, in answer to the 


| inquiry of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that 
| the committee had done him the honor to elect 


him their chairman. 

Mr. J.Q@. ADAMS said he apprehended the 
gentleman’s reply would be found to have involved 
something like the introduction of a new principle 
into that House, in the part taken by that com- 
mittee. Mr. A. had felt some degree of embar- 
rassment as to the manner in which this subject 
should be introduced to the House, but upon giving 
it the deepest reflection he had thought it best to 
apply to the Chair, because the usual authority 
from which hecould learn who were the chairmen 
of the various standing and select committees of 
the House were the Journals of the House, and 
they were under the care of the Presiding Officer. 
Now, it was one of the rules of the House that 
all standing committees should be appointed at the 
commencement of every session; end another rule 
was, thatthey should be appointed by the Speaker. 
He was unaware of any rule of the House by 
which the Speaker named the chairmen of the 
several committees but by usage, which had 
become almost universal, the person first named 
upon each standing or select committee was con- 
sidered as appointed by the Speaker ex officio the 
chairman of that committee, although a committee 
had power to elect its chairman, if they thought 
proper. As far, however, as he (Mr. A.) was 
acquainted with the practice of that House and its 


committees, the power of electing the chairmen of || 


the latter had never been exercised—or, if ever, it 
was believed only upon rare and extraordinary 
occasions. From what had been stated by the 
gentleman from New York; [Mr. CamBrecena,] 


it would be seen that this old and general usage, 


of considering the person first named on the com- 
mittee as its ex officio chairman, until another had 
been duly elected by the committee—and that in 
the event of the resignation of the person thus 


named wasalso ipso facto considered as chairman— 
it would be seen, he said, that this usage had been 
departed from. From the statement of the gentle- 
man from New York, it appeared that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations had thought proper 
to elect a chairman of their own, and thereby dis- 


_ place the chairman appointed by the Speaker. |f 


this had happened with respect to one the least 


| important of the committees of the House, Mr, 


A. would still have thought the procedure one 
worthy of notice, but occurring as it had in one 
of the most important of the committees, consist- 
ing, or supposed to consist, of persons of the 


| highest character, and owing the deepest respon- 
| sibility to the House and to the nation—and its 





| chairman also, a person under the heaviest respon- 


sibility, he considered it his duty to bring the 
matter before the House. 

The CHAIR intimated that the debate had gone 
on thus far by the indulgence of the House, with- 
out any motion having been made, but if it were 
the pleasure of the House, the gentleman might 
proceed. [Cries of ‘*Go on!” **Go on!”} 

Mr. ADAMS resumed. He was stating that 
certain events had taken place which called for the 
serious consideration of the House, and that he was 
under some embarrassment as to the mode and 
manner in which he should bring it under its 
notice. In order, however, to make the debate 
proper, and within the rules of order, it was his 


| Intention to conclude by a motion or resolution, 


| the purport of which he would state to be to place 
| the name of the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations on the Journals of the House. 


' 
| to direct the attention of the 
| there was a chairman of one of its most import- 


The main point, however, upon which he wished 
ouse was this, that 


ant and responsible committees acting, without 


the House knowing anything about it. This, to 


| say the least of it, was au incongruous proceeding, 


| as well as out of the usual form. 


It should be 


| upon the Journals, since, if it was desired to know 


who compesed any committee, or who was its 
chairman, they offered the only record, and to 
them would any one refer for ascertaining the 
fact. If it should turn out that the committee in 
question had elected a new chairman, for he would 
not dispute the word of the gentleman from New 
York, why, at least it ought to be entered upon 
the Journals, so that every member of that House, 
and every one in the nation, might know it. Now 
in order to found some few observations he in- 
tended to make in this case, as the gentleman from 
New York had told them he was the chairman of 
the committee, Mr. A. begged leave to putanother 


| question to the gentleman, which he might answer 
| or not a8 he pleased—it wes whether the gentle- 


| man was elected chairman by a majority of that 
| committee, or by a minority? 
Mr. CAMBRELENG said that, before answer- 

| ing the inquiry of the gentleman from Massachu- 

setts, he must apologize to the Speaker for having 
| answered the first question of that gentleman. 
| Not having heard the whole of his remarks, he 
| was not aware that the inquiry was addressed to 
| the Speaker; had he so understood him, he certainly 
should not have risen atali. Hemerely heard the 
question, and stated the fact for the information 
of the gentleman. He sincerely regretted that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. eueey®) 
and himsef should have been placed in so awkwar 
an attitude before the House. However he had 
differed with that gentleman politically, he had 
ever been on friendly, if not on intimate, terms 
with him. In accepting the station assigned him 
by the committee, he had supposed that the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts would be relieved 
from a position not agreeable to himself at this 
| particular crisis. The gentleman from Virginia,» 
| (Mr. Arncuer,] the former chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Foreign Affairs, had not, at this session, 
doubtless from motives of propriety, desired to 
continue in that station in the present peculiar 
state of our foreign relations. With regard to the 
particular inquiry put to him by the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, he had merely to say that the 
vote of the committee stood four to three—the 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Everett] 
_and himself not voting. 
| Mr.J.Q.ADAMS. The gentleman from New 
' York has answered with perfect candor; and from 
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of the committee not by a majority, but by a 
minority of that body. Every member of the 
committee, nine in number, were present, and the 
gentleman states that he received four votes, so 
that he could not have been elected by a majority. 


It was not, however, Mr. A.’s purpose, at that | 


time, to question the regularity of the procedure, 
but to ask that the fact of the gentleman being 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 


I 
| 


} 


may be entered on the Journals of the House. | 


He entreated the gentleman from New York, as 


well as the House, to believe that the grounds | 


upon which he had brought this matter forward, 
did not, in the slightest degree, involve the personal 
respect which he always had, and always should 
entertain towards that gentleman. 
the pleasure of the Speaker to appoint him iu the 


If it had been | 


usual manner, no one would have been more satis- | 


fied with that appointmentthan himself. Ele also 
believed that in accepting the office, the gentleman 
beveved he was relieving Mr. A.’s colleague and 
friend from a most awkward and unpleasant situ- 
ation, but that was not the question. The ques- 
tion was whether his honurable colleague was in 
that situation, a situation of deep responsibility 
and high honor. 

Mr. A. thought the whole procedure was one 
that ought to go before the nation, and that it 
should be known whether the rules, orders, and 
acts of that House had been properly pursued by 
the committee. It was for that reason that he had 


deemed it necessary to lay the matter before the | 


House for consideration. It was a new thing, 
and he did not understand it to have been donein 
consequence of any usage, or of any established 
principle. In Jetferson’s Manual of Parliamentary 
Pesation it is stated to be the usage that ‘* the per- 


‘son first named is generally permitted to act as | 
‘chairman; but this is a matter of courtesy, every | 
‘ committee having a right to elect their own chair- | 


‘man.’? That was stated as the parliamentary 


usage of Engiand, but so far from being so in that 


House, he believed it would be exceedingly diffi- | 
cult to adduce a single instance in which a com- 


mittee had elected theirown chairman. He was 
aware that the practice of the other House varied. 


Well, then, here was a departure from usage, and | 
a departure in a form very questionable, viz: a 
chairman elected by a minority, instead of a ma- | 


jority of the body over which he is to preside. 
In respect to the appointment of a chairman by a 
minority, he found nothing in the Parliamentary 


Manual having any bearing, but he was at a loss | 
to see upon what ground the committee had de- | 
parted from the old usage. ‘There was a positive | 


rule to thecontrary, and he would refer to a manual 
published in Pennsylvania, by a member of that 


House, which stated that the election should in all | 


cases take place by a majority of the members 
present. 


Mr. A. concluded by reiterating that his object | 


was, that the election of chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations should be made a matter 


of record, and by entering upon the Journals of | 
the House that the chairman appointed by the | 
Speaker at the commencement of the session, had 


resigned, and he made that motion accordingly. 


Mr. E. EVERETT said he did not rise to dis- | 


cuss this matter, and he had to solicit the indul- 
gence of the House under the circumstances upon 
which he found himself compelled to make a brief 
explanation. The honorable gentleman from New 
York (Mr. CamBrecenc] has said that Mr. E ’s 


respected colleague had placed him before the | 
House in a very embarrassing situation, and has | 
justly alluded to him (Mr. E.) as one on whom | 


he has long and ever stood upon a footing of inti- 
mate personal friendship. 


an embarrassed situation, but Mr. E. thought it 
due to himself to state, to avoid any erroneous 
inference, that he was placed in that situation 
without any concurrence or coéperation on his 
pee. His respected colleague had consulted him, 

ut had not made it in pursuance of any request 
from him; on the contrary, he had done nothing 
to induce his honorable colleague to bring the 
matter before the House. This explanation was 


It was natural perhaps | 
that the gentleman from New York should think | 
that his (Mr. E.’s) colleague had placed him in | 
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this answer we learn that he was elected chairman | man from New York the idea that he (Mr. E.) in 


'any degree had prompted this movement. 
much on that ground. 

Another remark which fell from the same gen- 
tleman, seemed to require still more that Mr. E. 
should say a word or two. The gentleman said 
that he considered instead of doing anything un- 
friendly towards him—of which he had never 
charged the gentleman, or designed to charge hin— 
that he had relieved Mr. E. from the situation in 
which the delicate sense of honor of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Arcuer,] at the commence- 
ment of the present session, had led him to relieve 
himself. Now, this would seem to lead to the in- 
ference that Mr. E. ought to have taken the same 
step which the gentleman from Virginia did, and 
not to have remained in a condition to receive the 
votes of the members of the committee. In the 
first place he would say, that this was of all other 
the last point on which he expected to have been 
called upon to address the House thisday. When 
his friend from Georgia, {Judge Waynej—he 
called him his fiiend not from mere parliamentary 


so 


'courtesy—retired from the office, Mr. E. felt the 


delicacy of his situation, and at first intended to 
have declined acting in that capacity, and why? 
Because, by the usage of the House, (a usage by 
no means without exceptions, ) the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs was understood to 
be politically friendly to the existing Administra- 
tion; and this not being the case with hunself, he 
felt considerable delicacy on the subject, and ad- 
vised with his friends as to what course he ought 
to pursue. They stated, and gave reasons which 
had great weight with him, that he ought not to 
take the step which his private feelings preferred. 
He also inquired of the honorable Speaker of the 
House—le hoped he was not transcending the 
line of propriety in adverting to this—whether he 
considered him (Mr. E ) chairman of the com- 
mittee, after the resignation of Mr. Wayne. The 
Speaker said it was his impression that Mr. E. 
should take the chair without any hesitation. 
But the governing principle upon his mind was, 
that though not the political adherent of the pres- 
ent Administration, he did happen to be with the 


| majority of the committee on the great and all-im- 


portant question before the vountry; and thus, by 


| taking the place of chairman, he was not thrust- 


ing himself into an awkward and embarrassing 


| position, it devolving upon him under long parlia- 
|| mentary usage. Being in the majority, he saw 


neither inconvenience nor impropriety in that step. 
More than this, he thought, in the simplicity of 
his heart,—and he still thought,—that he took a 
view of that subject which would have been unani- 
mously sustained by the committee, and the House 
likewise. With some misgivings, he would con- 
fess, he did, acting under the specific advice of 
the Chair, on the first meeting after the retirement 
of Mr. Waynes, take his seat as chairman of the 
committee, conceiving his right to do so, and re- 
mained there until he was removed by the action 
of the committee. He could assure the House 
that no one could feel less regret than he did on 
the subject, nor was there one who would more 
cheerfully acknowledge the great merits of the 
gentleman from New York, or would more readily 
than himself, do his duty, with that gentleman as 
chairman. Mr. E. would conclude by repeating 
that this matter had been introduced by his re- 
'spected colleague without his concurrence in the 
slightest degree. 


to me to be something like ‘*much ado about 
nothing.” 
committee has a right to elect its own chairman or 
not—a point I never knew disputed before. As it 
| was through my instrumentality that the question 
was brought up before the committee, | am willing, 
perfectly willing, to take the whole responsibility 
| upon myself, ‘‘whether for good or for evil.” 


was my doing alone, and without consultation with 
| any member of the committee. I certainly wished 
that it might have been done by some other gen- 


| fit to do it, | deemed it proper myself to bring the 
| question to their decision. Indeed, sir, 1 was in 
| hopes that it would have been done by the gentle- 


necessary to remove from the mind of the gentle- '' man from Massachusetts himself, but the question | 





Mr. JARVIS. Mr. Speaker, this really appears | 


The whole amount of it is, whether a | 


My principal object is to make it known, that it || 


tleman of the committee, but as none other saw | 
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| having been brought up in the committee, it was 
perfectly understood, nor did any difference exist, 
that the first named gentleman was chairman only 
by courtesy, and that the committee had the right 
to elect their own chairman. I regret that this 
discussion has taken place, because it is on a sub- 
ject which [ had never before heard questioned-— 
the right of a committee of this House to elect its 
own chairman. 

We have been told that the present chairman 
was elected by a minority of the committee; but 
the honorable member from Massachusetts labored 
under a mistake when he made that assertion. 
What are the facts? The committee consists of 
nine members; at the first ballot there were eight 
votes thrown—four for the gentleman who is now 
chairman, and three for the other gentleman from 
Massachusetts, |Mr. Evererr,] and one for 
another highly respectable member of the commit- 
tee. Atthe second ballot there were seven votes 
thrown, four being a majority thereof, as many 
were given in for the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr CamBrecenc,] and he was declared duly 
elected. Now, sir, let me ask, what is the usage 
of this House? Do we require a majority of the 
whole body to elect an officer—not even except- 
ing the Speaker? No, sir, we require only a 
majority of a quorum;and a majority of a quorum 
of the commitiee in the case under consideration 
elected their chairman. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Eve- 
RETT] gave us for a reason why he did not decline 
the office, that he was with the majority of the 
committee in their views on the important ques- 
tion before the country. ‘This, sir, is news to me. 
L have attended every meeting of that commitiee 
save one, and atthat one | believe no business was 
transacted of any great importance, and | did not 
know that the gentleman was in the majority—at 
any rate, | knew that at the last meeting he was 
in the minority on a question which he himself 
brought before the committee, and his wishes 
were not acceded to, by « vote of fiveto four. I 
know not whether there be anything in this mat- 
ter requiring further observation. 

The other gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Apvams] has made it a great point that the election 
of chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

| was not entered upon the Journals of tne House. 
Now, | willask him where he will find a precedent 
for it? So far from its being cohsistent with 
established usage, as the gentleman supposes, in 
| my opinion, it would be adeparture from it. Ido 
hope, Mr. Speaker, that the time of the Hloure 
will not longer be taken up in so fruitless a discus- 
sion. 

Mr. E. EVERETT said, as the gentleman from 

| Maine{Mr. Jarvis] had positively contradicted the 
statement made by Mr. E. in regard to the division 
of the committee, he would only say it was not 
possible that that gentleman and himeelf should 
differ as to a matter of fact, on a question in which 
everything pertaining to it was well known to 
both! Mr. E. did not say that upon every ques- 
tion agitated before the committee he was with the 
majority, but only-on the great and all-important 
one, whether the committee would recommend to 
_ the House a decisive measure of reprisals or hos- 
tility towards France, he voted with the majority, 
and that in the only question of great importance 
that has taken place since the gentleman from New 
York presided, Mr. E. was in the majority, and 
that gentleman in the minority. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG said that if the gentle- 
man referred to him, he could only say that he 
{Mr. E.] had mistaken Mr. C.’s opinion, and 
mistook the opinion of the committee. He knew 
| the gentleman did not design to mislead the House 

nor the nation; but he would mislead both, if hie 
| remarks were suffered to pass uncorrected. The 
| majority of that committee were neither in favor 
| of the gentleman’s resolution, nor of the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman before him, [Mr. Patron,] 
nor, in other words, of one similar to that which 
passed the other branch of this Legislature a few 
days ago. 
r. POLK called for the orders of the day; but 
the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GILLET rose to a question of order; and, 
after a few remarks on the point by the Chair- 
man, 
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Mr. PATTON then rose and said, Mr. Speaker, 
asa member of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, aud as a reference has been made to me, I 
feel it my duty to say a few words on the subject 
brought before us—brought before us, sir, with- 
out any participation of mine, but of which I take 
leave in the outset to say f do not complain. I 
was in the minority of the committee on the elec- 
tion of chairman, and voted against the dismis- 
gion and displacement of the honorable and dis- 
tinguished member from Massachusetts, from that 
osition which, by usage, he occupied, and which 
saw, and can now see, no just or proper reason 
why he should be removed therefrom. And, 
sir, | feel myself especially called upon to make 
this statement, because of the remarks made 
by the gentleman from New York, that considera- 
tions of delicacy and propriety demanded of the 
honorable member (Mr. Everett] that he should 
have retired from that situation, which reflects 
as much upon my course in voting that he should 


retain his position as it does upon that gentle- | 


man. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG disclaimed all intention 
of applying his remark to the gentleman from 
Virginia, or to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Evererr.] He had referred to the former 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
(Mr. Arcuen,} and to him alone. 

Mr. PATTON. I understood the gentleman 


| that feeling. 


to say that the honorable member from Massa- | 


chusetts should have retired from the situation 


in which he stood, and in which, in my humble | 


judgment, he had a right to stand, from considera- 
tions of delicacy and propriety. Sir, my vote 
was given in order to retain him in a position 
which constituted a situation of delicacy and pro- 
priety; and I maintain that he had no just or proper 
grounds for retiring from it, that it was an ele- 
vated, an honorable, a distinguished situation to 
which he had arrived in due course; and that it 
devolved upon him high and important duties, 
which he would have been recreant if he had 


shrunk from the performance of. That gentleman | 


had long been a distinguished ornament of that 
committee; he was about to retire from the posi- 
tion he had so honorably and ably sustained; he 
was about to retire from Congress; and it seemed 
to me to be an uncalled for, an unjust, and there- 
fore an improper act, calculated to mortify his 
feelings, that he should be thus displaced from 
the position he had held. 

{ readily admit that, under ordinary circum- 
stances, and at the commencement of the session, 
a gentleman should be placed at the head of that 
committee friendly to the existing Administration; 
a committee, dian which there was likely to 
come on questions of deep and vital importance; 
but that time had passed; the whole matter con- 
nected with the subject of our foreign relations of 
the slightest interest or importance to the country 
or the House, had long been before that commit- 
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sals at present! I rejoice to hear it. I trust it 
may be proclaimed throughout the land. I am 
glad to find there has undergonea change of opin- 
ion, with a portion of the committee, for certain 
it is that the time was that there was a consider- 
able minority of that committee, which had grown, | 
and which I confess I began to fear would grow 
so large, as to make the majority, in favor of an 


sals, in conformity with the recommendation of 
the President of the United States. 
glad, I am delighted to hear that such is the state 
of things; and I do trust that a majority of this 
House will promptly second and confirm this now 
unanimous judgment of the committee, that that 
recommendation shall not be carried out. Trust- 


ing that this feeling, so much to be rejoiced at— | 


that this unanimity, so much to be desired, may | 
be found to prevail elsewhere, as well as in the | 
committee, I shall, sir, if I can get permission of | 
the House, upon the first opportunity, present a | 
proposition that will enable the House to indicate | 


There has been, and is now, a question before 
the committee, presented for action by myself— | 
presented substantially three weeks ago, which | 
was once rejected, and is now postponed—post- | 


poned—I know not with what view—to whatend || 


—with what design. But I wish the House and | 
the country to understand that the delay which 
has taken place, and the failure to act upon this 


much alive, and so anxious—one in which the 
country is so deeply interested—one in relation to 
which we have various and perpetual calls to know 
what we are going to do, and why we do not act— 
I wish the House and the country to understand 
that it is a delay in which I have had no participa- | 
tion. There is no man upon that committee, no | 
matter of what political party—and I say it in jus- | 
tice to those honorable gentiemen of that commit- 
tee who belong to what is called the Opposition 
party—no man disposed to pass censure upon the 


Administration, but on the contrary, all are dis- || 


posed to respond to the general tone of the Presi- 
dent’s message, as prompted by a patriotic spirit, 
and a jealous regard for the rights of the country. 
It is one to which the voices of the representa- 
tives of the people of the United States ought to | 
respond, and, at the same time, avoid doing any- | 


| thing calculated to prevent the satisfactory adjust- | 
| ment of a matter involving the interests of the 
‘|country. There ought to be a report made at | 


concern about it whatever. 


tee, had been deliberated upon by that committee, | 


and its solemn judgment given in relation to the 
most prominent and important question involved 
in our deliberations. 


Sir, | again reiterate the statement made by the | 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Everett,] 
that, as | understood the complexion of the opin- 
ion of the committee, there is and was a majority 
concurring in the views which [ understand that 
honorable member to maintain in relation to that 
subject, from anything that he has offered in the 
shape of action in committee, but by his concur- 
rence in the action | had myself proposed, and 
against which there has not yet been any decisive 
vote, and upon which there has been an expres- 
sion of opinion as to its propriety from a majority 
of the committee. I ask, then, why it is, and 
upon what ae ce of delicacy and propriety it 
is, that the honorable gentleman was called upon 
to abandon that position, in order to place upon 
that committee a gentleman understood until now 
to be in the minority of the committee? It is 
news to me, to use the language employed by an 
honorable member from Maine upon that com- 
mittee, (Mr. Jarvis,] ‘* it is news to me,’’ which 
has just been announced by the honorable mem- 
ber from New York—but most agreeable and 
acceptable news to me, that there is no member 


their own chairman; and whenever such a ques- 


once, 80 as to prevent the recurrence of any new | 
difficulty. 

As to this appointment of a chairman, I feel no | 
Individually, it is to 
me, as I should think it must be to everybody | 
else, a matter of not the slightest concern who Is | 
at the head of the committee—except as to per- 


| sonal feeling; for any other purpose it is, indeed, 


| that shall be final, what are the rights of the com- 


/a quarrel about nothing. 


But, sir, | am perfectly 
willing that the House shall decide, in some way 


| mittee in relation to this subject, and whether the | 


| appointment by the Committee on Foreign Rela- | 


tions be an authoritative and valid appointment. 


If it be, sir, 1 am content, and care nothing about || 


it; let it stand. If it be not, then, sir, | hope the | 
House will take it into their own hands, and elect | 


tion is presented to me—having not seen—not now 
seeing—any reason why a preference should be 
drawn against the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Evererrt,] he shall have my vote 
here most cordially, as he had it there. 

Mr. CAMBRELENG extremely regretted that 
he was compelled to rise again in a debate of this 
character; but the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Patron,] in repelling a presumed attack, had 
charged a majority of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs with neglecting their duty to the Houge. 


| When the proper time arrives for decisive action, 


he trusted that the committee would not be back- 
ward in discharging its duty to the House, and its 
obligations tothe country. He did not know that 
there was any member of the committee in favor 


of proposing reprisals, or any other measure, at | 


this time—that there was a majority of the Com- 
mittee, and he was authorized to state it—indeed 


Sir, I am || 


|| other grounds. 


| the committee. 


+ committee do not choose to express theirs. 
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| held from the House—who were of opinion that 


\ if we meant to do nothing, it was best to say 
| nothing. Some of the members of the commitice 
|—and he was one of that number—believed that 

to be the most dignified course. He thought it 
not entirely compatible with the interest or honor 
| of the country, in the present attitude of our relg- 


| tions with France, to propose to the House a reso- 
immediate and prompt recommendation of repri- || 


lution even of a negative or declaratory character, 
He was opposed, in the peculiar state of our rela- 
tions, to taking any step which might be miscon- 
| strued to imply a disposition on the part of the 
_ House to do homage to ‘* the pride of France.” 
|Other gentlemen opposed immediate action on 
The gentleman who moved the 
postponement of a resolutien—similar to that 
adopted by the Senate, and offered by the gentle. 
/man from Virginia [Mr. Parron]—made the mo- 
| tion, believing that the most effectual way of doing 
| nothing, was to say nothing. A majority of the 
| committee were decidedly opposed to any action 
whatever at this time; but if the House thought 
otherwise, the committee could be instructed to 
report such a resolution as the gentlemen from 
Virginia and Massachusetts desired. 

Mr. PATTON said either the gentleman from 
New York was very unfortunate in hearing, or | 
was very unfortunate in giving expressions to 
my thoughts, if he understood me as making any 
| attack upon the majority of the committee, or 
| as intending to reflect upon them. I have rather 
too much of self-respect, even if I had not what 
I hope I have, a proper share of respect for this 
House, and for all its organs, to express what 
I certainly did not feel, any disrespect to any 
/one of them. But the committees of this House 


‘| are agents of this House, and under its control, 


and in the House, when the proper occasion shall 
arrive, | will say exactly when, and in what, and 
how far I differ in opinion with the majority of 
I disagree to the correctness, and 
| policy, and wisdom of the course pursued by that 
| majority; and I have indicated as much there. 1} 
deny the right of that committee to prevent the 
House from expressing its opinion upon matters 
| which are matured for its judgment, because the 
We 
are now nearly at the close of the second month of 
this short session of three months, and this matter 
has been before us, before the House, and before 
the whole country, for upwards of six weeks, and 
will any man upon that committee, or in the 
House, say that he has not formed his judgment 
upon these matters? 

Mr. BOON here rose to a question of order, and 
| after some conversation thereon by the CHAIR, 
Messrs. BOON, J. @. ADAMS, POLK, and 
BRIGGS, 

Mr. PATTON proceeded. He was aware that 





|| his remarks were not strictly relevant to the mo- 


_ tion before the House, but the remarks made by 
| the honorable chairman of the Committee on For- 


' eign Relations had drawn him into a wider range 


| than hehad intended. He had merely to add, that 
| he conceived as soon as a committee had formed 
| an opinion upon a subject-matter before it, it was 
| its duty to present it to the House. 

Mr. COULTER said, in his opinion, the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ap- 
ams} was strictly parliamentary, and called for 
by the condition of the Committee on Foreign 
| Affairs. It was very true that in some old books 
upon parliamentary law, it was stated, that al- 
| though by usage and courtesy the first named on 
| the committee was the chairman of that committee, 
| yet it was nevertheless in the power of that com- 

mittee to constitute its own chairman; but Mr. C. 
| knew of no instance in which this practice had 
_ been observed. He thought, also, that in case of 
_ resignation of the first named individual, the second 
_ on the list of the committee became chairman, that 
_ rule being equivalent to, and commensurate with, 

the other. Therefore it was that when a com- 
mittee was announced, at the commencement oF 
/at any other period of the session, it was well 
known to the House and to the country who was 
| the chairman of the same. But if the committee 
undertook to exercise the power which this old 


| rule seemed to confer upon them, it must become 


| necessary so to inform the House, so that it might 


of that committee in favor of recommending repri- \\ the proceedings of no committee could be with- || be entered on the Journals, and become generally 
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known. The motion under consideration was due | 
to the House and due to the gentleman from New || 
York, and Mr. C. could perceive no objection in || 
adopting it. He would aiso state further, that the 

uestion of the committee’s right to elect a chair- 
man was discussed there, and assented to unani- | 
mously. They proceeded to an election, and the 
former chairman (Mr. Everetr) himself an- 
nounced to the gentleman from New York that he | 
was duly elected. Mr. C. must respond to the || 
gentleman from Virginia that it was. matter of | 
no consequence further than as related to personal _ 
feelings, and he would say that a deep wound | 
had been inflicted upon his own, but that was not 
a matter for the House. When the question | 
came up in its proper shape, he should be pre- | 
pared to give the House the views he entertained 


upon it. , 

Mr. ARCHER obtained the floor, but yielded | 
it at the request of 

Mr. JARVIS, whosaid: Mr. Speaker, I should | 
not have thought of addressing the House again 
upon this subject, were it not for some observa- 
tions which fell from the gentleman from Virginia, || 
who is one of the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
with myself. The gentleman made an attack upon | 
me, and upon the majority of that committee, in || 
giving his reasons for voting as he did. I under- 
stood the gentleman to say he voted as he did, 
because he considered it would bea violation of 
delicacy and propriety to vote otherwise. 

Mr. PATTON disclaimed having used such 
language, and explained. 

Mr. JARVIS. The gentleman, however, did 
use the words ‘‘uncalled for,’’ ‘* unjust,’’ and |, 
‘‘improper,’’ in reierence to this subject. Now, | 
sir, a majority of the committee do not seem to 
think it was ‘‘ uncalled for,’’ because the ques- || 
tion, on going into the election of a chairman, was" 
unanimous. That it w*+ neither ‘* unjust’ nor 
‘‘improper,”’ in their opinion, may be inferred | 
from the course taken by the committee; and | 
will state in a few words what it was that actuated 
me. I consider that the chairman of the various 
committees of this House ought to be men in a}, 
certain degree in confidential relation with the | 
executive branches of the Government, or at least 
such as the latter may enter into confidential rela- | 
tions with. I conceive that the chairman of a | 
committee ought not to be a man who has shown | 
from first to last an unrelenting hostility to the | 
Administration, and who, on every occasion, has 
endeavored to thwart it. The gentleman from 
Virginia, with his very delicate notions, may think 
it proper and right to embarrass the Adminisira- | 
tion by electing such a chairman; I do not think | 
so. The gentleman has said, that if this election || 
should come on in this House, he should again 
vote for the gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. || 
Everett] as chairman of the committee. I am | 
very glad to know beforehand how that gentle- 
man intends to vote. The gentleman says that a 
majority concurred with the honorable member 
from Massachusetts. Here is a point of fact upon 
which we are distinctly at issue; for I repeat it | 
was not so. Where were two distinct questions | 
brought before the committee, and both of them 
voted down. On the first question the gentleman | 
from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia voted in the majority; on the second ques- | 
tion they voted in the minority. Sir, [ voted | 
against both propositions. I voted against the || 
first because l aeons that at the present time || 
it went rather too far; and I voted against the | 
second because it did not go far enough—neither | 
of them met my views of policy; but if | had been || 
obliged to determine between them, I should have | 
certainly preferred the epigram of the President || 
to the madrigal of the gentleman from Virginia. || 
This latter gentleman brought his proposition a || 
second time before the committee, and it was post- | 
poned. It was the opinion of the committee that | 














that was the case; for | thought there was a dis- 
position to give us something of the **muk and 
water’’ kind, which I believe the President has not 
been in the habit of giving us. The gentleman 


|| seemed to think that it was proper in the begin- 


ning of the session to bave a chairman of the com- 


|| mittee thinking with the Administration; but he 
| seemed to think it proper in the middle of the ses- 


sion to have one who thought entirely different 
from the Administration. What kind of a chair- 
man the gentleman would wish to have at the end 
of it, we do not know. 


Mr. PATTON. Not such achairman as the 


gentleman from Maine would make, at any period 
| of the session. 


There is one remark made by that 
gentleman, to which I beg leaveto say a few words 
in reply. 
wish it to be understood that he supposes that | 
desire the appointment of a chairman who would 
throw embarrassment in the way of the Admin- 
istration and for that end. Sir, events are too 


|| recent in the knowledge of this House and of this 
| Congress, to give any point to such an imputation 


as that. I stood here during the last session,in a 


|| position, and pursued a course, which will pre- 


vent any insinuation of that sort from having any 
weight here or elsewhere. Sir, 1 stood here in 
vindication of this Administration from assaults 
of the most violent character, in opposition to 
two-thirds of the Legislature of my native State. 


I made that vindication undercircumstances which || 
| I knew at the time involved great personal sacri- 
| fices; I regarded all but ‘‘ as dust in the balance’’ 


in the discharge of my public duty. 


Mr. Speaker, | have never stood here, nor ever || 


will stand here, as long as those who send me 
shall continue to honor me with their confidence, 
either to throw embarrassment in the way of any 


He says, or seems to say, or seems to | 
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| upon this, subject, it may not be amiss, perhaps, 
to remind the gentleman from Maine, that he was 
one of those who voted against the recommenda- 
tion for reprisals, when the question was first put, 


| and he himselfafterwards moved to reconsider that 


vote. Whether that reconsideration was prompted 
by a change of opinion or not, | confess | have 
no means of knowing, except from the gentleman 
from New York, who informs us that the com- 
mittee are unanimous that there ought to be no 
reprisals. Now, except as far as we can judge 
from the votes which the gentleman has given, and 
from information derived from the gentleman 
from New York, the gentleman from Maine left 
us at a loss to know what his opinion was when 
he first voted, and what his opinion may be now. 
I regret that anything of a personal character 
should have been brought into this discussion; 
and before I sit down, I beg leave to discharge 
myself from any imputation of having, in the 
slightest degree, any intention of making any re- 
flection whatsoever upon the committee. [ stated 
this explicitly at the outsetof my remarks. They 
have precisely the same right to their opinion as 
L have to mine, and | have precisely the same 
sight to my own opinions that they have to theirs. 
I intended no reflection upon them. I again, 
however, repeat that I do not concur with the 


|| committee in their course, which I think was cal- 


| culated to inflict a wound on the feelings of, and 
an unmerited reflection upon, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If those who voted in the ma- 


|| jority did not think so in carrying out their view, 


Administration, or to comply with base subservi- | 


care not who or what the Administration are. 
come here to represent the people who sent me 
here; to sustain their rights and interests, and to 


vindicate the Constitution of my country from | 
| assaults made upon it, whetherthey come from the 

| Administration or areaimed at the Administration. | 
Sir, | think in general it was best that the chair- | 


man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as of 
most of the committees of this House, should 


concur, in general political sentiment, with the || 


majority of the House, and especially that that 
should be the case in relation to so important a: 


one as the committee in question; because the || 


chairman of that committee 1s supposed, by usage 
of the House, and perhaps by propriety itself, to 
be on terms of more confidential intercourse and 


|| communication with the Secretary of Foreign Af- 
fairs, who might make his communications through | 


a gentleman who stood in that political relation. 
But this is a matter of little importance. 
no necessity for cashiering our chairman. Al- 
though that gentleman is a political opponent of 


|| the Administration, | presume he is so conscien- 


tious]y—and it gives me pleasure to say, that so 


| faras | know, or have seen, he has conducted 
| himself in opposition with the dignity and spirit of 


agentleman. I did think, and do now think, that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, as far asI could 
ascertain his views, did concur in opinion with a 
najority of the committee. 

The gentleman from Maine has undertaken to 
throw out another remark, which I suppose he 
considers witty and sarcastic. But he should 
bear in mind, that wit and sarcasm are always 
pointless unless sharpened by truth. I ask, what 

round is there for the gratuitous and insolent 
insinuation 

The CHAIR here inter 
gentleman to order. 

Mr. PATTON. For the insinuation that m 
opinions can never be known till I have voted. 





|| ency to all the edicts of this orany Administration. | 
In the performance of my duty on this floor, I | 
i 


I saw || 


posed and called the || 


they had so expressed their opinion. 

Mr. ARCHER rose and said, he had not, thus 
far, taken any part in this discussion, which had 
taken a wide and unparalleled range; but circum- 
stances seemed to call upon him for the expres- 
sion of his opinion on some of the points which 
itinvolved. He would ask if any such office or 
officer as ‘*chairman of the committee,’’? was 
known or recognised by the House? He believed 
not. It was the whole committee to which the 
House looked as one of its instruments or agents. 
Put the question on the strongest possible ground: 
suppose a committee to be constituted in the usual 
manner, of which the gentleman first named is 
considered, by usage, the chairman. Suppose the 
committee to displace that individual, and elect 

/another. Would it be contended that it was not 
competent for them to do so? Again: it being 
known that the duties of the chairman of a com- 
| mittee were much more onerous than those of any 
other member, suppose they sheuld come to the 
|| humane conclusion that it was unfair to impose all 
those duties on one individual, and should agree 
that they should be performed consecutively by 
all the members of the committee, each individual 
taking his regular turn in the chair; would any 
/one on that floor contend that it was not compe- 
tent forthem to doso? But when there was a 
‘| removal of the head of the committee from his 
| station, as was the case in the present instance, 
|| by the transfer of his esteemed friend from Geor- 
| gia [Mr. Wayne] to another sphere of action, 
what was the evident and obvious course for the 
| committee topursue? Precisely what it had done 
| —to proceed to the election of another chairman. 
|| They had a right to do so, and they had done it. 
| That House had no cognizance of the acts and 
|| doings of committees further than they were 
reported to it. 

Mr. A. said, gentlemen were mistaken when 
| they averred that no precedent existed on thie sub- 
ject. Such a precedent did exist. He could not 
|| determine positively the year in which it occurred; 
|| but he distinctly remembered that a former col- 
league of his, (the late Mr. Randolph,) in conse- 
uence of some change in the political relations of 
| the country, was, by one important standing com- 
|| mittee of the House, in consequence of the occur- 
|| rence of a vacancy, elected as their chairman. 


if we intended to do nothing, the proper course || frank disclosure of my opinions upon political || When you appoint a commitiee, you constitute 

uestions has been my misfortune. It is nota | an organ capable of making its own subordinate 
fault. 1 have never waited, as some politicians do, \| regulations. Mr. A. said, he admitted with the 
to see which way the wird blows, for God knows || gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Courter} that 


would be to say nothing, and not issue a report to | 
the world which should enable the disaffected to | 
make it speak any language they thought proper. | 
Sir, | am very glad to hear from that gentleman | 
that it was not the intention of any one on the 
committee to do otherwise than respond to the 
sentiments embraced in the President’s message. 


I am very happy to hear it, though I did not know 


| 
| 





|, 1am always willing to give a free and frank ex- || it was incumbent on the committee in this case, as 
| pression of my sentiments. It would befortunate, || that did in the case of the late Mr. Randolph, to 


perhaps, if we could know what some gentlemen’s || report the fact of the election to the House. Had 


opinions were even after they had voted, for since 
we are giving the experience of the committee 


they done 80, it would have superseded the neces- 
sity of this debate. It was atill competent for 
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them to do so, and he suggested to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. Apams] the propriety 
of withdrawing his motion, in order to give the 
committee an Opportunity to take this course. 


to gratify the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. 
Arcuer,| if he could, by that course, attain his 
object. But he could not consent to withdraw his 
motion until he could ascertain who was the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs. The 


gentleman from New York himself, [Mr. Cam- | 


BRELENG,| had admitted that he received only four 
votes, which was a minority of the committee. 
Me. A. said, he had made a motion to that effect, 
and he wished to eee it recorded on the Journal 
of the House, that Epwarp Everett, of Massa- 
chueetts, or Cuurncnitt C. Camprecenc, of New 
York, was chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Mr. A. continued. When he first rose he had 
distinctly stated that his object in rising was to 
propound a question to the chairman of that com- 
mitiee, It became necessary for him, first to as- 
certain who thatchairman was. Hence this inqui- 
ry. The subject on which he desired to propound 
his question, was the very important one so often 
alluded to in this debate. It related to our affairs 
with France—that part of the President’s mes- 
sage being referred to thatcommittee. He wished 
to know what that committee had done—what it 
was doing—and what it intended to do in relation 
thereto. But he was now unable to put that ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Virginia had said that 
every member of a committee could be ite chair- 
man—sometimes one and sometimes another. 
knew no such rule or practice. 

Mr. ARCHER explained. 


was competent for committees to elect their own 
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Administration, it constituted no objection: but it 


|| was the rule that he must be of such particular 
Mr. ADAMS aaid, it would give him pleasure | 


political complexion, which he denounced as odi- 
ous and inadmissible. He would havethat House, 
in point of fact, as it was in name, oneof the most 
dignified bodies on the face of the globe. He 
would have its committees appointed, neither with 


_a view to their opposition or adhesion to any 


Administration. 
Mr. A. said, before he sat down, he felt that he 
ought to. confirm the remark made by his honora- 


bie colleague, (Mr. E. Everert,) by stating that | 


he had brought this subject before the House, 
without any recommendation or concurrence on 
his (Mr. E.’s} part, but rather in opposition to 
that gentleman’s wishes. I had determined, (said 
Mr. A.,) as soon as I heard—not from him, for 
it was common rumor—of the change in the head 
of the committee, to have the subject investigated. 
And when I reflected that the individual whose 
rights and feelings were more particularly impli- 
cated, was my colleague and friend, | came to the 


| conclusion that it became peculiarly my duty to 


| done so. 


} 


| clent to elect him. 


bring it before the House. I have accordingly 
ion, that the four votes given for the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CamBrecene] were insufli- 
He would be perfectly satis- 


| fied, however, if the Liouse would insert the name 
| of the chairman of that committee on the Journal 


He | 


| 
He had said that it | 


chairman, and he read Jefferson’s Manual to that |! 


effect. In standing committees the gentleman 
first named thereon was considered as the chair- 


man by courtesy, and discharged the duties ac- | 


cordingly. 
Mr. ADAMS resumed. 


He knew not how else to get over the matter. He 


said he would conclude by repeating that when he | 


could ascertain officially who was the chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, he had a ques- 
tion to put to him. 

Mr. LANE said he had not been able to com- 


from Massachueettts, [Mr. Apams.] He admits 
the Committee on Fogeign Relations have selected 
a chairman. And the object of the motion, as 


| avowed by the mover, is not to set aside that elec- 


Such was not therule | 


of that House, and no such usage having obtained | 


there, he had two objections to it. First, the 
displacement of a chairman was, he would not 
say au insult to the individual holding the station, 
but it evidently conveyed a censure on his con- 
duct or opinions. Secondly, it was calculated to 
display an improper, dishonorable, and degrading 
subserviency on the part of that House towards 
the Executive or Administration. This doctrine 
was entirely neweto him, and he thought it due to 
the dignity and honor of that House to repudiate 


it. He asked where was the rule by which com- || 


mittees of that House were to be made to coincide | 


in and support all the views of the Admunistra- 
ton, especially when those views involved the 
great questions of peace and war? 
none—but he well knew of instances where a con- 
trary practice had obtained. Mr. A. said that 


during the administration of Mr. Monroe, when | 


he was himself at the head of the Department of 
State, the individual placed by the Speeker of the 
House of Representatives as chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, was not only 


decidedly hostile to the Administration, but him- || 


self and that individual were not then on speaking 
terms. These facts, Mr. A. said, the Speaker at 


He knew of | 


tion, but to place the fact upon the Journal of the 
House. 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Arcuer] requests his friend to withdraw the mo- 
tion, that the committee may report, which will 
place the House in the possession of all the gen- 
tleman desires. To this request, the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Apams] responds that 


| he will not withdraw the motion from the House, 
| because he is not informed who the chairman of || 


that committee is; that the gentléman from New 


_ York (Mr. Camprecenc] was not elected by a 
majority of the votes of the committee; that four | 


of nine; that, 


votes did not constitute a one, we 
onorable friend 


by the usage of the House, his 


| and colleague (Mr. Everett] was thechairman of | 


| ity of seven. 
| rights of the majority, and says they have been | 


the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Sir, the gentleman from Massachusetts seems | 
to have forgotten the fact that, upon the ballot by | 
which the chairman claims to have been elected, | 
but seven votes were cast, and that four isa major- | 
The gentleman is eloquent upon the 


| disregarded. 


Mr. Speaker, that the majority ought, in all | 


| cases, to prevail, is a sentiment as democratical as | 


idea of complaining that the Speaker had done in- || 


justice to the Administration in the selection. The | gentleman from Massachusetts, (Mr. Apams.] 


| But, sir, while the sentiment is praiseworthy, for 
mittee was.ns well transacted through the medium || 


business between the department and the com- 


of other individuals. Mr. A. asked what must be 
the result of this principle, if carried out and per- 
sisted in? Evidently to place that House at the 
feet of the Executive. 


ehusetts [Mr. Apams] was correct in point of 
fact. 
Affairs had been opposed to the Administration, 
prior to his own appointment to that station. 

Mr. ADAMS was glad to hear the gentleman 
from Virgina (Mr. Arcuer] confirm the asser- 
tion. For his own part, he knew the fact. 
new principle, he contended, was a most danger- 
ous One—calculated to prostrate that House before 
executive domination. He wished it to be distinctly 
understood that he made no personal objection 


The chairman of the Committee on Foreign | 


. | it is patriotic; and it is a subject of national gratu- | 
that time knew, but he had never entertained an || 


lation to hear it acknowledged even at this late 
period of our political history, by the honorable 


some individuals to invoke a discussion would be 


| delicate, if not embarrassing. The day has been 
| when a different principle was not only held, but 
| prevailed in this House—when the minority forced 


|| for the brief period of four years, a chairman of a 
Mr. ARCHER said the gentleman from Massa- | committee constituted of the entire American peo- 


| ple—a day when the voice of fifteen times forty 


thousand freemen was disregarded—a day when 
by management, and by means of which it becomes 


| us not to speak, eighty four was made to prevail 


This | 


| 


over ninety-nine. 
Sir, (said Mr. L.,) the day has already been 


spent in, it is true, an interesting, but in some | 


respects an unpleasant debate. The time of this 


'| House is the time and the money of the people. | 


To spend it witbout any visible or valuable object, | 


‘is a sacrifice of the public interest. To bring it | 
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to aclose, Mr. Speaker, I move you to lay the 
motion upon the table. 

On this motion, Mr. REED called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. JARVIS appealed to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Lane] to withdraw his motion for 
one moment, as he was desirous of making a 
single remark on a point implicating his own per- 
sonal feelings. 


After some hesitation, Mr. LANE withdrew 


| his motion to lay the subject on the table, on 


j 


| 


| 


| receiving the pledge of the gentleman from Maine 


| (Mr. Jarvis] that he would renew it. 

Mr. JARVIS then said the gentleman from 
| Virginia, [Mr. Parron,] with whom he had ever 
been on terms of the most friendly intercourse, 


|| in the progress of his remarks, and in the heat of 


debate, had suffered an expression to escape him 
which was at least unparliamentary, and he hoped 
—indeed he had no doubt, on cooler reflection, he 
would not hesitate to qualify or retract 

The SPEAKER here interposed and stated, that 





| for the expreasion alluded to, the gentleman from 
| Virginia [Mr. Parton] was called to order by the 


Chair, and the Chair had considered it as retracted 


| by the manner in which that gentleman imme- 
Mr. A. said he stilladhered to the opin- | 


diately qualified it. 

Mr. JARVIS said, under these circumstances, 
he had not another word to add. 

Mr. PATTON rose and said he had not retracted 
his expression, nor did he consider it as retracted, 
while 

The SPEAKER again repeated that he had so 
considered it. He could countenance no such 
debate. 

Mr. JARVAS, according to his promise, here 





|| renewed the motion of Mr. Lane to lay the reso- 
| lution on the table. 
prehend the object of the distinguished member | 


Mesers. ARCHER and ADAMS rose together, 
appealing for withdrawal of the motion. 

Mr. POLK rose to a question order—the mo- 
tion not being debatable. 

Mr. JARVIS replied, that the motion belonged 


| to the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Lane,] and 
|| could not be withdrawn without his consent. 


The question was then taken by yeas and nays, 
on the motion of Mr. Lane, and decided in the 
affirmative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. John J. Allen, William Allen, 


| Anthony, Beale, Bean, Blair, Bockee, Boon, 


Bouldin, Brown, Burns, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 


| Chaney, S. Clark, Coffee, Connor, Cramer, Day, 


P. Dickerson, D. W. Dickinson, Dunlap, Ferris, 
Fowler, William K. Fuller, Galbraith, Gillet, 
Gilmer, Graham, Grayson, Joseph Hall, Thomas 
H. Hall, Halsey, Hamer, Joseph M. Harper, 
Harrison, Hathaway, Hawkins, Hawes, Hen- 
derson, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, 
Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, Noadiah Johnson, 





B. Jones, Kilgore, Kinnard, Lane, Lansing, La- 
porte, Lea, T. Lee, Loyall, Lyon, Lytle, Abijah 
Mann, Joel K. Mann, Mardis, John Y. Mason, 
Moses Mason, May, McIntire, McKay, McKim, 
McKinley, McLene, McVean, Miller, Robert 
Mitchell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parks, 
Parker, Patterson, Dutee J. P€arce, Peyton, 
Franklin Pierce, Pierson, Pinckney, Plummer, 
Polk, Pope, Ramsay, Reynolds, Schenck, Schley, 
Augustus H. Shepperd, Shinn, Smith, Speight, 
Standifer, Sutherland, William Taylor, Francis 
Thomas, Thomson, Turrill, Vanderpoel, Wage- 
ner, Ward, Wardwell, Webster, Whallon, White 
—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. J. @. Adams, Heman Allen, 
C. Allan, Archer, Banks, Barber, Barmitz, Barrin- 
ger, Bates, Baylies, Beatty, Binney, Briggs, Burd, 
Burges, Bynum, Cage, Chambers, Chilton, Clai- 
borne, Wm. Clark, Clayton, Clowney, Coulter, 
Crane, Darlington, Amos Davis, Davenport, De- 
berry, Denny, Dickson, Evans, Horace Everett, 
Ewing, Felder, Fillmore, Foster, Philo C. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gholson, Gordon, Gorham, Grennell, 
Griffin, Hiland H. Hall, Hannegan,Hard,Hardin, 
| James Harper, Hazeltine, Heath, Hiester, Wil- 
liam Jackson, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, William 
| Cost Johnson, Henry Johnson, King, Lay, 
Letcher, Lewis, Lincoln, Love, Lucas, Manning, 
Martindale, Marshall, McComas, McKennan, 
Mercer, Milligan, Miner, Moore, Patton, Phillips, 
Pickens, Potts, Reed, Rencher, Robertson, Wil- 
liam B. Shepard, Slade, Sloane, Spangler, Steele, 
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William P. Taylor, Tompkins, Trumbull, Tar- 
ner, T'weedy, Vatice, Vinton, Watmough, Fred- 
erick Whittlesey, Williams, Wilson, Young—97. 

So the House decided to lay the motion of Mr. 
Apams on the table. 


Mr. MERCER then rose and said he had, in 
common with the whole House, regretted to wit- 
ness a personal misunderstanding (the first that 
had occurred during the present session) between 
two of itsrespected members. In thus alluding to 
the subject, Mr. M. said, he acted as the friend of 
both those honorable individuals. He had dis- 
tinctly heard his colleague [Mr. Patron] make 
the remark that hecould not retract his expression 
while the language of the gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Jarvis] remained in full force. Believing, 
as he(Mr. M.) really did, that no personal disre- 
spect was intended by the gentleman trom Maine 
towards his colleague, he had sought and obtained 
assurance of that fact. Those honorable gentle- 
men were now fully reconciled, and he was happy 
to be the organ to announce that intelligence to the 


The following resolutions were submitted by 
Mr. SOUTHARD: 

Resolved, Tnat the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of pur- 
chasing the copies of Watterston & Van Zandt’s 
**Continuation of the Tabular Statistical Views 
of the United States,” which remain unsold of the 
edition, for the use of Congress. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to deepen the bar of | 
Pensacola bay, in Florida, so as to admit vessels | 
of war of the largest class to the United States 
navy-yard established there. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made unfavorable reports upon the | 
petitions of Captain Drinker and Samuel Martin. | 

Mr. LINN, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, to which was referred a bill confirming 
the title of Joseph Sovin, alias La Rochelle, and 
those claiming under him, to a tract of land in | 
Missouri, reported the same without amendment. | 


House. — || The bill was read the first time, and ordered to a | 
On motion of Mr. MERCER, the House then | second reading. 
adjourned. 4 4 The following resolution, submitted yesterday | 


by Mr. HENDRICKS, was taken up, consid- |! 
ered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of || 
fixing by law the time of the commencement and | 
close of every succeeding session of Congress, — | 

The bill from the House of Representatives 
making appropriations for certain fortifications | 
for the year 1835, was read the first time, and | 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. KING, of Georgia, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, made an unfavorable report | 
upon the petition of Somerville Pinckney. 

The bill for the relief of William O’Neil was 
read the second time and referred. 


SENATE BILLS PASSED. 

The following Senate bills were read the third 
time and passed: 

A bill for the relief of the heirs or legal repre- 
sentatives of Colonel John Hudry, deceased; 

A bill authorizing the construction of a railroad 
from the public grounds near Tallahassee to St. 
Marks, in Florida; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of General 
Carera; 

A bill for the relief of William Pettiplace and 
White, legal representatives of Joseph 
White, deceased; 

A bill to improve the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, in the vicinity of St. Louis; 

A bill authorizing the removal of the land office 
from Clinton to Jackson, in Mississippi; 

A bill for the completion of certain improve- 
ments in Florida; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder, of 
Mississippi; and 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, January 22, 1835. 

Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. TYLER, BLACK, and LEIGH. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN rose, after the read- 
ing of the Journal, to make a correction which he 
observed two of the newspapers of the day had 
fallen into, in their report of his remarks upon 
the presentation of the Cherokee memorial yes- 
terday. He was represented ss having said that 
the Cherokees proposed to cede all their lands in 
Georgia to the Government of the United States. 
In this particular he was misapprehended. They 
proposed only to cede all those lands which were 
not needed for their personal use and enjpyment; 
the rest to be secured to them absolutely, together 
with eqnal political privileges with other citizens 
of Georgia. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE SECRETARY OF 
THE TREASURY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, made in obedience to a resolution of the 
Senate, transmitting a statement of the progress 
which had been made in the preparation of maps 
of certain States, required to be prepared by a , 
resolution of 28th February, 1823. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LEIGH, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, made an unfavorable report upon 
the petition of Colonel Vivion Brooking. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 
Finance, to which the same had been referred, 
reported the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives, making appropriations for the Indian de-| a pil} to improve the harbor at or near the 
partment for the year 1835. 


; : ae mouth of the river Raisin. 

Also, the bill making appropriations for the | _ 
support of the Army for the year 1835. UNITED STATES CLAIM ON BANK OF ILLI- 

Mr. WEBSTER moved that the Senate pro- | NOIS. 
ceed to the consideration of these bills; which was Mr. PRESTON, from the Judiciary Committee, 
agreed to, and the first named was then considered | reported a bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
as in Committee of the Whole. ‘Treasury to compromise the claim of the United | 

Mr. HENDRICKS objected to a clause in the | States upon the bank of Illinois; which was read | 
bill appropriating $81,300 for the pay of one hun- |) the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 
dred and six supernumerary lieutenants, graduates THOMAS COOPER, OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 
of the Military Academy, and asked some expla- ; 
nation relative to this item from the chairman of 
the Finance Committee. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he thought there was no | 
appropriation in the bill but what was authorized | 
by existing laws, He supposed these supernu- | 
meraries were attached to the Army. 

Mr. WRIGHT suggested that the item was in 
the bill because these lieutenants were attached to 
the Army and ready for duty. 

Mr. WEBSTER said he would not press the || 
bill at this time, unless gentlemen were satisfied |, 
of the correctness of it. 

On his motion, the bill was then laid on the | 
table. 

The bill making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for the year 1835 was read a second || 
time as in Commitiee of the Whole, and ordered | 
to be engrossed fora third reading. ‘| 


1} 





Thomas Cooper, of South Carolina; which was 
read twice, and referred to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee. 

[This bi!l proposes to refund to Doctor Cooper 
the sum of $400, with interest from the year 1798, 
being the amount of a fine imposed upon him, 
under the old alien and sedition laws. ] 


HOUSE BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read a third time and passed: 
A bill to provide for the final adjustment of 
claims to land in the State of Louisiana; 
The joint resolution requiring the statues exe- 
cuted by Persico to be placed in the niches in 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 


signed; 
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Mr. PRESTON, pursuant to notice, and on || 
| leave given, introduced a bill for the relief of | 


front ot the Capitol, for which they were de- 
1) 
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A bill making appropriations for the current 


| expenses of the Indian department for the year 


1835; 
A resolution authorizing a gold medal to be 
struck and presented to Colonel Croghan, and 


swords to the officers who were under his com- 
mand, for their gallant conduct at Fort Sandusky, 
during the late war. 


The bill making compensation for French spoli- 
ey prior to 1800, came up as the special order, 
and, 

On motion of Mr. ROBBINS, it was postponed 
to, and made the special order for, Monday next. 

Mr. CLAY rose and said, that in consequence 
of the indisposition of several Senators who were 
absent, he would not make the motion which he 
intended yesterday to make to-day, to go into 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FRELINGHU YSEN, from the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, reported a bill for the 
relief of David Brooks; which was read the first 
time and ordered to a second reading. 

The bill for the relief of J. B. O’Strouder was 
taken up for consideration, and, 

On motion of Mr. SOUTHARD, indefinitely 
postponed. 

The Senate then proceeded to the general orders 
of the day, and the following bills were read a 
second time, considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading: 

A bil for the relief of William Clark; 

A resojution for the relief of John S. Stiles; and 

A bill for the relief of Samuel S. Lord and 
others. 

A bill for the relief of Walter Loomis and 
Abel Gay was considered on second reading as 
in Committee of the Whole, when some remarks 


| were made by Mr. HENDRICKS and Mr. TOM- 


LINSON in favor, and by Mr. HILL and Mr. 


| WRIGEIT in opposition to the bill, when, 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was laid on 
the table, 

The bill granting military bounty land scrip to 
the heirs of Nathaniel Tyler, deceased, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and after 
some remarks by Mr. CLAY, Mr. LEIGH, and 
Mr. POINDEXTER, the bill, 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, was laid on the table, 

On motion of Mr. HILL, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
22, 1835. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Mr. PLUMMER, of Mississippi; 

Mr. PARKER, of New Jersey, 

Mr. GORHAM, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. TOMPKINS, of Kentucky; 

Mr. CHINN, of Virginia; 

Mr. MAY, of Illinois; 

Mr. KINNARD, of Indiana; 

(Mr. Kinnarp presented the petition of William 
Bowman, of Morgan county, Indiana, praying the 
correction of certain errors in the entry of land.) 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; 

Mr. GRAYSON, of South Carolina; and 

Mr. GiLLET, of New York. 

Which memorials and petitions were appropri- 
ately referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THOMSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Drs. 
Findley and Meade; which was read twice and 
committed. 


Tuvrspay, January 


| Mr. CLAY, from the Committee on the Public 


|| Lands, reported a bill supplementary to the act 
|| reviving the act granting preémption rights to set- 
|| tlerson the public lands, approved May 29, 1830; 
which was read twice and postponed to the first 
of February. 
| Mr. BOON, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, reported a bill granting school lands to 
| fractional townships; which was read twice and 
| committed. 
| Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
|| diciary, reported a bill to authorize letters patent 
to be issued to Francis B. Ogden; which was read 
twice and ordered to be engrossed. 
Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
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diciary, reported the following resolutions; which | COMPENSATION TO INVESTIGATING COM- 


were agreed to: 


Resolved, That a communication, with the ac- || 
companying document, from the Secretary of the | 


Treasury to the chairman of the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee, dated 31st December last, on the subject of | 
the proposed discharge of Joseph L. Dias from a 


nim in the southern district of New York, be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with 
instructions to consider and report thereon. 


— obtained by the United States against |! 





Resolved, That the communication from the Sec- 
retary of State to the chairman of the Judiciary | 
Committee of the 15th January instant, relative to 
the punishment of consuls and commercial agents, 
and also relative to the commission of frauds in 
obtaining patents for inventions for which patents | 
have already been obtained, be referred to the 


sider and report on the several subjects introduced 
in eaid communication. 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public | 


Lands, reported a bill to confirm private Jand || 
claims in Missouri; which was read twice and || 


committed. 

On motion of Mr. A., the documents on this 
subject not heretofore published were ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. INGE, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported a bill to authorize the settlement 
of the claims of deputy surveyors who have sur- 
veyed Spanish land claims in Florida; which was 
read twice and committed. 


Mr. INGE, from the same committee, reported | 
a bill for the relief of James M. Tuttle; which was 
read twice and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported a bill to regulate the sittings | 
of the United States district courts for the eastern | 


and western districts of Tennessee; which was || 


read twice and ordered to be engrossed. 


Messrs. BANKS, SLADE, FULTON, FOS- 
TER, CLAYTON, YOUNG, and INGE, each | 
made unfavorable reports upon petitions, &e., | 
referred to their respective committees, 


Mr. CARR, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, moved that said committee be dis- | 
charged from the consideration of the petition of | 
Chad Miller, and that said petition be referred to | 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The motion prevailed, and the petition was so 
referred. 


The resolution heretofore offered by Mr. TUR- 





RILL, was, on his motion, taken up, modified, | 


and adopted. 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by 
Mr. PINCKNEY, was taken up and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the President of the United } 


States be requested (if not inconsistent in his opin- 
ion with the public interest) to communicate to 
this House any correspondence that may have 
taken place between the Government and that of 
Spain respecting the act of Congress, passed on 
the 30th day of June, 1834, entitled ** An act con- 
cerning tonnage duty on Spanish vessels;’’ and 
also any information in his possession going to 
show whether there is any prospect that thecom- 
merce of the United States with the Island of 
Porto Rico, will hereafter be regulated upon prin- 
ciples of reciprocity, or whether it is in contem- 
plation by the Spanish authorities to increase or 
reduce the discriminating duties of tonnage, and 
the discriminating duties on imports and exports || 
now levied on American vessels andon American 
merchandize and produce. 


On motion of Mr. KINNARD: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of allowing William Bowman, of Morgan county, 
indiana, to relinquish to the United States certain 
lands erroneously entered at the land office at 
Crawfordsville, and to enter certain other lands in 
lieu thereof, as shown by his petition and the 
papers on file in the office of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

Mr. BOON moved to suspend the rule of the 
House for the purpose of calling the States for 
resolutions; which was lost. 





| 


MITTEE. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, was taken up: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Contin- 


| gent Expenses of the House be directed to audit 


the accounts of the members of the committee 
appointed by the House of Representatives on the 
26th day of June last, for investigating the condi- 
tion and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, at the rate of compensation paid to the 


| committee for preparing a code of laws for the 


District of Columbia, of which Philip Doddridge, 
Esq., was chairman, viz: eight dollars per day 
during the recess, without any other allowance. 
When the resolution was last before the House, 
the following amendment was proposed by Mr. 


Judici C b : | MANN, of New York: | 
udiclary ‘ommittee, With instructions tO con. || strike out all after the word resolved, and insert: || 


* That the Committee on Accounts of this House || The amendment of Mr. LANE was then read 
‘ be directed to audit the accounts of the members | 


‘ of the committee appointed by this House on the 
‘26th day of June last, for investigating the con- 


‘dition and proceedings of the Post Office Depart- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 
| 


The following resolution, heretofore offered by | 





January 22, 


uents, he felt justified in claiming for himself the 
honor of representing a people equally intelligent, 
patriotic, and bold, and at the same time more 
enterprising and industrious. That while he has 


| no doubt they would sustain him in patronizing a 


just and adequate compensation to every public 
servant, he should consider he was paying a poor 
compliment to their intelligence and patriotism, 


| could he entertain, much less express, the belief 


| 
| 


‘ment, and allow each member of such committee | 


fat the rate of eight dollars per day (including a 


| ‘reasonable time for their travelling respectively 





| 





|| more than four times? 


‘to the seat of Government) during the time they || 
| * have actually been engaged at the Post Office De- 


‘ partment, up to the commencement of the present 
*session.”’ 


To which latter proposition Mr. GILLET | 


moved the following amendment: 


‘* And that those who came to Washington on || 


‘said business, and returned home before the 
‘commencement of the present session of Con- 


they would, or ought to sustain him, should he 
vote for paying any one in or out of this House for 
travelling expenses never incurred, for services 
never performed, or for time in no wise devoted 
to the public interest. Pay the committee like 
every other member in the House, eight dollars 
for every twenty miles coming to and returnin 
from this city, at each session, and for each day, 
upon the committee, or in this House, and no 
more. For that purpose he sent an amendment 
to the chair. 

as follows: 

Strike out all after the word department, and 
| insert: 

** By allowing to each member of said committee 
‘eight dollars per day, from the time said commit- 
‘ tee met at Washington, until the commencement 
|‘ of the present session.”’ 

Mr. MANN, of New York, was willing to ac- 
| cept the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendments proposed by Messrs. MANN 
and GILLET were negatived. 

The question recurring upon Mr. LANE’S 
| amendment, . 

Mr. PARKER moved toamend it by adding “‘the 


| usual allowance of snitage to Washington city.” 


‘|| Mr. PARKER was o 


‘gress, he allowed their extra travel and their per | 


‘diem allowance while attending on said commit- 
‘tee, and no more.” 

Mr. LANE said he had been surprised to hear 
a difference of opinion expressed by honorable 
members of the House upon the subject of com- 
pensating the committees appointed at the last 


session to investigate the Post Office Department || 
| in the recess of Congress. 
|| plainer proposition could not be presented to the || 


human understanding for decision. The commit- 
tee are members of this House; as such they were 
appointed to perform duties properly belonging to 
this House; as such will be their report; and as 
such ought to be their pay. This admitted, and 


the question is determined. Suppose Congress | 


had adjourned to meet in October. The travel 
and the pay would have been the same, except 
the per diem from October to the Ist Monday in 
December. 


until the meeting of Congress. To pay them $8 
per day from the time they respectively entered 
upon the duties assigned them, to the first Mon- 
day in October, is to pay them as members of 
Congress—all they have a right to expect, all they 
deserve, and all this House has the power under 
the law to allow. The members of this commit- 


| tee, like every other member of this House, re- 


ceived their travelling pay to and from this capital, 
before or at the close of the last séssion. They 
will now, if not already done, draw their pay a 
second time. 

And is there an honorable gentleman on this 
floor who really believes the members of this 
committee will have necessarily travelled the road 
to and from their respective places of residence 
If not, for this they have 
or will receive eight dollars for every twenty 
miles; to pay them more, would be to pay them 


| for travelling expenses never incurred; to pay 


them other than for every day they have devoted 
to the public interest as members of the commit- 
tee, would be to pay them for services never 
rendered. His honorable friend upon the right, 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Jounson,] had said, he 
would pay the committee from the close of the 


| last to the commencement of the present session. 
That his constituents were intelligent, patriotic, 
and bold, and would sustain him in rewarding the 
public servants generously. 

Mr. L. said while he fully acquiesced in the 
praises his friend from Kentucky [Colonel Joun- 
son} had been pleased to bestow upon his constit- 


Will any gentleman attempt to dis- | 
|| tinguish the one from the other. 


. The committee | 
|| convened in October and continued their labors | 


That to his mind a || 


opinion that the mem- 

bers of this committee should receive something 
| beyond the ordinary allowance. They were com- 
| pelled to leave their business at home unattended 
/to. There were members residing ata distance, 
particularly in the South, who, as a matter of 
| choice, remained in this neighborhood, and who 
| did not go home at the close of the session, who 
were nevertheless paid their mileage. The Post 
Office Committee were here in the recess by the 
direction of the House. Their duties were ardu- 


| ous,and he hoped that the amendment submitted 





Mr. LANE suggested that the members of this 
committee, asa matter of course, would receive 

| the usual allowance for mileage. He was opposed 
to giving them double the amount provided by law. 


by him would prevail. 


Mr. BEAUMONT moved to amend theamend- 
ment of Mr. LANE, by adding the words * and 
no more;’’ which was esideteals 

The amendment submitted by Mr. LANE was 
then concurred in, and thus amended, the resolu- 


r. PARKER’S amendment was disagreed to. 


‘| tion was agreed to. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS. 
The following resolution, heretofore offered by 


|| Mr. McCARTY, was again taken up: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 


|, be requested to transmit to this House copies of 


all letters and correspondence of all Indian agents 
/and sub-agents, and other persons connected with 
| the Indian department, now in the Executive or 
| War Department, or in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, connected with 
| or relative to the survey, location, sale, and trans- 
| fer of all Indian reserves of lands since the year 
1825, up to this time; and also, all the orders and 
| communications from the Executive of the United 
States, through the War Department, or General 
Land Office, or otherwise, in reference to said 
surveys, locations, sales, and transfers of Indian 
reserves; together with maps and plots of said 
| surveys, and of the tracts approved and confirmed 
by the President under said transfers and sales, 
and what remains mangpoopswed, that have been 
reported and submitted for his approval, together 
with the evidence of title. 
Mr. McCARTY addressed the House in favor 
of the resolution, and in explanation of the rea- 


|} sons which had induced him to offer it. 


Mr. PLUMMER moved an amendment to the 
| resolution, to restrict the call for information to 
| ‘* that not already communicated to the Senate 
under resolutions of that body, adopted at the 
| last session.”’ 
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